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A  FULL  and  CANDID 


ANSWER,  &c. 

I  I 

IX  is  not  to  be  expected  that  an  Anfiver  to  a 
profeffed  invedive  againft  the  kingof  Pruffia 
'will  let  out  With  any  levere  reflections  againft 
that  monarch.  The  Author  of  the  Confider- 
ations  has  introduced  his  pamphlet  with  a  quo¬ 
tation  from  a  iefciipt,  faid  to  be  delivered  and 
printed  at  the  fame  time  by  the  Pruffian  mi- 
nifter  at  London  ,  the  fum  of  which  is,  “  that 
Ids  Pruffian  majefty  hopes  the  Engliffi  nation 
will  not  meddle  with  the  domeftic  affairs  of 
tne  empire ;  and  the  Author  archly  applies  this 
to  the  prefen t  conduit  of  the  court  of  Lon¬ 
don.  I  ffiall  not  take  advantage  of  an  obfer- 
vation  which  every  man,  who  knows  the  turns 
of  hates,  may  make  upon  the  inconfiftencies 

Which  the  moftfteady  governments,  fometimes, 

run  into,  when  their  interefts  vary :  I  ffiall 
only  fay,  that  the  quotation  of  the  refeript  is 
by  no  manner  of  means  applicable  to  the 

L  purpofe 
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purpofe  of  the  conftderer.  The  empire  of 
Germany  is,  properly  fpeaking,  a  republic  of 
fovereigns,  and  each  fovereign  that  ionns  it, 
has  a  right,  independent  of  the  emperor,  to 
make  what  alliances  he pleafes  with  other  fove¬ 
reigns  ;  nor  can  fiich  alliances  be  considered 
as  domeftic  affairs  of  the  empire.  At  the 
time  his  Pruffian  majefty  published  the  re- 
feript  in  queftion,  the  affair  he  hints  at, 
might  in  fome  meafure  be  looked  upon  as 
domeftic  to  the  empire,  becaufe  a  difpute 
lay  between  the  princes  of  the  empire 
and  the  electors.  Great-Britain  had  no  right 
to  interfere  in  fuch  a  difpute  ;  Great-Britain 
did  not  interfere  in  it ;  at  the  fame  time,  if 
his  Pruffian  majefty  was  author  of  that  re- 
feript,  he  might,  perhaps,  with  greater  pro¬ 
priety,  have  made  ufe  of  the  word  cecono- 
mical,  than  domeftic. 

The  author  of  the  Confiderations  fpends  the 
lirft  fix  pages  of  his  pamphlet  in  proving, 
what  no  body  will  difpute,  that  France  is 
fuperior  to  Great-Britain  in  extent  of  territory, 
and  number  of  inhabitants  ;  and  he  brings  Vol¬ 
taire,  a  good  writer,  but  a  moft  miferable 
author,  to  vouch  for  the  vaft  armies  that 
Lewis  XIV.  kept  on  foot.  But  the  author  of 

the 


[  5  3 

the  Confiderations  is  miftaken  in  his  firil;  prin¬ 
ciples.  The  battles  of  Creily,  Poidtiers,  and 
Agincourt,  were  gained  by  Englifhmen,  and 
Englifhmen  alone :  the  battle  of  Minden, 
which,  every  thing  confidered,  was  more  glo¬ 
rious  than  all  the  three,  was  gained  by  Britons, 
with  a  more  confefled  fuperiority  againft  them, 
than  there  was  ao-aind  the  fon  of  Edward  the 
Third,  or  the  father  of  Henry  the  Sixth. 

There  is  undoubtedly  a  principle  of  politi¬ 
cal,  as  well  as  of  commercial,  arithmetic  ;  but 

*  ♦  I 

the  data  of  the  former  are  extremely  hard  to 
be  fettled.  The  confiderer  goes  to  work  in  the 
Cheaplide  way ;  he  pods  his  books,  he  ftrikes  his 
balance,  but  he  docs  not  give  weight  for  inches, 
though  he  brings  forth  a  mod  plaudble  account. 
I  will  venture  to  fay  that  hidory  cannot  pro¬ 
duce  a  period  of  glory  that  is  not  liable  to  ex¬ 
ception,  if  thofe  mechanical  calculations  are 
to  take  place.  “  From  the  time,  fays  the  confi¬ 
derer,  when  the  whole  of  France  was  united 
to  the  crown,  and  the  liberties  of  the  dates  and 
nobility  abfolutely  fubjefted  to  its  power,  the 
kingdom  of  France  has  been,  in  the  extent  of 
its  country,  the  number  of  its  inhabitants,  and 
the  greatnefs  of  its  revenue,  fuperior  to  Bri¬ 
tain,"  I  admit  that  France,  in  the  extent  of  its 

B  a  country, 
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country,  and  the  number  of  its  inhabitants,  is 
fuperior  to  Great-Britain ;  but  that  its  revenue 
is  equal,  I  totally  deny.  Great-Britain,  pro¬ 
perly  fpeafcing,  has  no  revenue  that  is  fixed  or 
fettled.  And  let  the  confxderer  authenticate  the 
revenues  of  France  for  thefe  two  years  pad’, 
and  reduce  the  revenue,  or  rather  the  expences 
of  our  government,  during  that  time,  to 
I-  rench  money :  let  the  meaneft  and  mod 
ignorant  reader  he  has,  pronounce  which  is 
the  richefl  people. 


I  am  aware  of  a  prodigious  and  popular  ad¬ 
vantage  the  confiderer  has  taken  in  point  of 
calculation  ;  and,  at  the  fame  time,  I  will  be 
candid  enough  to  fay,  that  if  his  data  are  to 
be  admitted,  he  might  have  carried  his  argu¬ 
ment  much  farther  than  he  has.  done.  He  ferves 
his  purpofe  perhaps  better  in  notdoing  it.  But  I 


totally  deny  and  difclaim  his  data,  or  firfl;  prin¬ 
ciples.  “  I  never,  fays  he,  read  the  biftory  of 
the  two  grand  alliances,  which  were  formed 
bv  king  William  againft  the  growing  power  of 
France,  without  feeling  the  warmed  fentiments 
of  gratitude  to  the  great  deliverer  of  Europe. 
Never  did  king  of  England  appear  with 
greater  dignity,  than  he  did  in  that  great  con- 
grels  held  at  the  Hague  in  the  year  1601., 
when  the  emperor  and  empire,  the  kings  of 
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Spain,  Sweden,  and  Denmark,  by  their  feve- 
ral  ambaffadors,  the  electors  of  Germany  by 
their  particular  minifters,  and  feveral  of  them 
in  their  own  perfons,  with  at  leaft  fifty  of  the 
greateft  princes  of  Germany,  all  attended  to 
hear  him  plead  the  caufe  of  Europe  ;  and  all 
joined  in  one  common  league  and  declaration 
againft  France.” 

It  is  undoubtedly  a  talk  equally  bold  as  it  is 
difagreoable,  to  combat  rooted  prejudices  5 
but  now  that  the  ridiculous  diflindlions  of 
Whig  and  Tory  are  fo  juftly  exploded,  a  pub¬ 
lic  writer  may  have  fome  chance  for  a  fair 
hearing.  I  do  not  pretend  to  deny  that  king 
William  was  at  the  head  of  the  glorious  con¬ 
federacy  ;  but  I  will,  with  both  my  hands, deny, 
that  that  confederacy  fulfilled  its  engagements : 
they  brought  troops  upon  paper ;  they  produc¬ 
ed  them  not  in  the  field ;  they  hired  armies, 
but  England  paid  them.  Unwilling  as  1  am 
to  revive  party  diftindtions,  I  am  forry  to  fay, 
I  never  yet  law,  though  I  have  taken  a  great 
deal  of  pains  in  the  inquiry,  a  full  and  a  fair 
anfwer  to  the  charge  brought  by  the  Tory 
miniftry  againii  tine  Whigs,  at  the  time  of  the 
peace  of  Utrechi ,  that  the  whole  flrefs  of  the 
war  lay  on  the  fhoulders  of  Great-Britain,  and 
that  her  allies  had  failed  in,  almoff,  every  point 
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of  their  engagements,  as  to  men,  money,  and 
operations  of  every  kind :  this,  I  fay,  is  a  charge 

-  *  -r  -  J 

that  the  bold  eft  Whig  writer  never  attempted 
to  anfwer.  It  is  a  charge  which  the  German 
and  Dutch  minifters,  and  they  had  at  that 
time  the  ableft  in  Europe,  in  all  their  warm 
memorials  and  reprefentations,  never  offered  to 
refuse.  It  is  a  charge  which  brought  the  great 
prince  Eugene  over  to  England  j  but  far  from 
anfwering,  he  endeavoured  to  palliate,  it.  The 
rival  minifters,  in  thofe  times,  were  compofed 
of,  perhaps,  the  greateft  men  that  England 
ever  faw  under  any  government ;  but  the 
Whigs  indifputably  had  refolution,  talents,  and 
penetration  iuperiorto  their  antagonifts.  They 
never  pretended  to  difpute  the  fad,  that  Great- 
Bruam  was  lert  in  the  lurch  for  the  blood  and 
treafme  tnat  was  expended  in  the  war. 

Let  not  therefore  declamation,  or  bold  after- 
iions  uuve  us  out  of  the  fort  of  common  fenfe. 
Let  us  not  imagine,  becaufe  we  are  now  in  a 
wa.i  with  fiance,  carried  on  in  Germany,  we 
fight  in  the  final  left  degree  on  greater  di  fad- 
vantage  than  we  did  in  the  times  of  king  Wil¬ 
liam  ana  queen  Anne.  I  fhall,  in  the  courfe 
oi  this  paper,  prove,  that  the  terms  on  which 
we  now  carry  on  the  war,  are,  nationally 
fpeaking,  infinitely  preferable  to  thofe  o a 

which 
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which  we  fought  before  ;  I  will  not  except 
even  the  lift  war  agamft  Fi since. 

Had  the  confiderer  been  a  candid  oppofer 
of  the  prefent  meafures  of  our  government,  he 
would  not  have  gone  fo  far  back,  as  the  reign 
of  king  William  for  an  alliance  offtrengb  and 
dignity  againft  France.  The  late  king  George 
was  united  with  the  houfe  of  Auftria,  and  at 
laft  brought  the  Dutch  to  take  part  with  him, 
when  the  emprefs-queen  might  have  been 
faid  to  fight  pro  arts  &  foots.  In  what  a  dread¬ 
ful  fituation  is  an  Englifh  minifter !  1  here  was 
not,  when  we  entered  into  that  war  with 
France,  fo  popular  a  topic  in  the  world,  as  the 
expediency  of  maintaining  the  pragmatic  fandt- 
ion.  Its  popularity,  both  within  and  without 
doors,  arofe  next  to  niadnefs ;  and  had  not 
the  miniftry  given  way  to  the  torrent,  it 
would  have  borne  down  the  barriers  of  civil 
government.  But  in  the  event  were  we,  as  a 

O 

people,  bettered  by  that  illuftrious  alliance  ? 
Did  the  Dutch  and  Auftrians  fight  for  us  in 
the  field  ?  Did  they  negociate  with  us  in  the 
cabinet  ?  Were  not  our  foldiers  butchered  by 
their  cowardice  ?  Were  not  our  councils  be¬ 
trayed  by  their  perfidy  ? 

“  Every  meafure,  fays  the  confiderer,  which 

tends  to  fet  the  ftates  of  Germany,  Holland, 

and 
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and  England,  either  at  war  with  each  other, 
or  amongft  themfelves,  mull  be  a  meafure  cal¬ 
culated  for  the  good  of  France,  and  the  pre¬ 
judice  of  other  powers  of  Europe.  For  the 
fame  reafon,  every  meafure  tending  to  the  con¬ 
tinuance  or  increafe  of  fuch  a  war,  muft  be  for 
the  benefit  of  France,  and  the  prejudice  of 
Europe :  becaufe  it  is  a  weakening  of  the 
rivals  of  France,  and  keeping  thofe  powers  at 
variance,  from  whom  France  can  have  no¬ 
thing  to  fear  but  in  the  union.” 


I  have  given  this  paftage  at  large,  becaufe  I 

apprehend  that  it  is  the  corner-hone  of  the 

confiderer’s  reafoning ;  but  a  very  fmall  dif- 

cuffion  of  fadts  will  difeover  its  futility.  Will 

the  confiderer  fay,  that  Great-Britain  is  never 

to  make  war  with  France,  till  fuch  time  as 

all  the  powers  in  Europe  are  united  againffc 

her  ?  That  time,  it  is  believed,  never  will  come 

and  that  time  never  was.  The  confederacy  of 

which  king  William  was  the  head,  was  the 

Erongert  union  ever  formed  againft  France  * 

but  what  did  it  avail  England  ?  the  was  left 

to  Dear  the  brunt  of  the  day ;  {he  was  obliged 

to  pay  the  troops,  and  fight  the  battles  of  her 
nominal  allies. 


After  all,  the 
William  proved, 


confederacy  formed  by  king 
as  all  confederacies  muft  be 


againft 


/ 
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againtt  one  capital  power,  to  be  a  mere  rope 
of  band.  Its  continuity  was  preferved  until  a  . 
certain  twill  came,  which  dilfolved  it.  Hol¬ 
land  and  Germany  would  undoubtedly  have 
been  pleafed,  had  we  continued  to  this  day 
to  pay  the  troops,  and  light  their  battles ;  they 
would  in  a  very  cheap  manner  have  mutter¬ 
ed  their  armies,  and  regulated  their  contin¬ 
gencies  upon  paper :  but  the  moment  that 
Great-Britain  came  to  talk  of  her  own  inte- 
rett,  then  came  in  the  democratic  nonfenfe 
of  public  faith,  the  liberties  of  Europe,  prior 
engagements,  national  honour,  and  a  thou- 
fand  fuch  terms,  which  meant  nothing  but 
money  j  nothing  but  Britifh  blood,  or  Bri- 
tilli  money.  It  may  to  fome,  perhaps,  feem 
too  bold  an  attertion,  (but  nothing  can  be  too 
bold  that  is  founded  on  truth  and  experience) 
that  had  Great-Britain,  in  all  the  wars  lire 
ever  had  with  France,  been  lingle  and 
alone,  her  expence  would  have  been  lefs, 
her  fuccefs  would  have  been  greater. 

The  fum  of  the  confiderer’s  reafoning  is. 
that  F  ranee  is  more  populous,  and  therefore 
more  powerful,  than  Great-Britain.  This 
puts  me  in  mind  of  the  reafoning  of  the  ho- 

C  nourabl? 
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nourable  admiral  who  was  fo  defervedly  fho£ 
for  his  cowardice,  and  who,  after  weighing 
a  French  cannon-ball,  hung  it  up  in  a  cab¬ 
bage-net  at  the  fhrouds  of  his  fhip,and  demon- 
ftrated,  as  clearly  as  that  three  and  two  makes 
five,  that  had  he  come  within  reach  of  that 
cannon-ball,  he  and  his  fliip  mud  have  been 
torn  to  pieces.  I  will  defy  the  coniiderer, 
from  all  the  experience  of  reading,  he,  or  any 
man,  ever  had,  to  produce  a  fingle  inftance 
of  two  nations  going  to  war  with  one  ano¬ 
ther  upon  fuch  principles  :  and  this  brings 
me  to  come  to  clofer  quarters  with  the  con- 
fiderer. 

In  private  life  it  is  but  too  common,  when 
two  parties  go  to  Weftminfter-hall,  for  a 
by-ftander,  from  the  weight  of  their  purfes, 
to  form  a  ftirewd  guefs  which  will  have  the 
better  in  the  end.  The  confiderer  looks  upon 
the  extent  of  territory,  and  numbers  of  men, 
when  two  nations  go  to  war,  the  fame  as 
a  long  purfe  is  when  two  parties  go  to  law. 
I  can  by  no  means  be  of  that  opinion  ;  and 
I  can  fcarcely  dip  into  a  page  of  hiftory, 
which  does  not  convince  me  that  it  is  in 
founded.  Parties  who  go  to  law  are  fub- 
jedted  to  its  forms,  which  drain  their  purfes. 

Nations 


C  *3  ] 

Nations  who  go  to  war,  have  no  directory 
but  the  fword.  But  allowing  Great-Britain 
to  be  as  mean  and  contemptible  a  power  as 
Coriica  itfelf ;  (fuppofing  Corfica  to  be  a  fo- 
vereign  Bate)  is  fhe  to  bear  an  infult  from  a 
neighbouring  power,  becaufe  that  neigh¬ 
bour  is  a  garagantua  ?  Sovereign  dates  have 
no  appeal  that  they  can  make  to  their  fupe- 
riors;  but  a  wife  date,  ever  fo  feeble,  will 
make  a  druggie  in  defence  of  its  indepen¬ 
dency,  be  its  enemy  ever  fo  powerful.  The 
confideration,  therefore,  of  inequality  of  power 
between  Great-Britain  and  France  mud  drop 
to  the  ground,  unlefs  it  can  be  proved  that 
the  caule  in  which  we  dght  is  unjud  :  a  tafk 
which  I  apprehend  the  confiderer  himfelf  will 
be  far  from  attempting. 

The  confiderer,  as  if  confcious  that  his  ge¬ 
neral  reafoning  upon  the  inequality  of  force 
between  the  two  dates  cannot  bear  the  ted 
of  reafon,  proceeds  to  drew  that  Great-Bri¬ 
tain  is  in  the  wrong  to  carry  on  a  war  in 
Germany  againd  France.  In  order  to  intro¬ 
duce  this  reafoning,  he  lays  down  certain  „ 
maxims,  ■  every  one  of  which  in  fadt,  as  well 
as  in  fpeculation,  are  falfe  and  trite.  Every 
fchool-boy  knows  that  France,  formerly, again 

C  2  and 
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and  again  defended  the  liberties  of  Germany. 
The  confiderer  has  flourilbed  upon  that,  but 
has  he  informed  the  public  againft  whom 
fhe  defended  thofe  liberties  ?  Has  he  told  his 
countrymen,  that  it  was  againfl:  the  encroach¬ 
ments  and  ufurpations  of  the  houfe  of  Au- 
Aria  ;  that  tyrannical  power,  which  the  go¬ 
vernment  of  Great-Britain  and  her  allies  are 
endeavouring,  at  this  very  time,  to  withfland  ? 
Had  the  confiderer  been  candid  enough  to  ex¬ 
plain  this  matter,  it  might  have  faved  him- 
ielf  and  me,  and  perhaps  the  public,  no  lit¬ 
tle  labour.  He  has  taken  all  advantages  of 
reafoning  from  the  former  fyftems  that  pre¬ 
vailed  in  Europe,  but  he  has  not  told  us  that 
thole  fyftems  exift  no  more.  He  has  not 
been  ingenuous  enough  to  fay,  that  there  is  no 
period  in  hiftory,  before  the  prefent,  in  which 
the  houfes  of  Bourbon  and  Auflria,  like  He¬ 
rod  and  Pontius  Pilate,  agreed  in  the  crucifix¬ 
ion  of  public  liberty  :  nor  is  therein  all  his  pam¬ 
phlet,  a  lingle  paragraph  upon  that  fubjedt, 
though  it  is  the  only  fair*  the  only  candid, 
the  only  conflitutional,  topic,  upon  which  a 
confiderer  on  t fie  prelent  German  war  ought 
to  proceed.  If  he  proceeds  not  upon  that,  he 
fays  lefs  than  nothing.  If  he  proceeds  upon 
that,  the  conduit  of  Great-Britain,  and  her 


govern- 
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government  muft  at  prefent  appear  irre- 
proachable  and  unblamable. 

The  confiderer,  therefore,  may  figure 
away  to  eternity  upon  his  comparative  and 
political  arithmetic ;  but  if  the  fads  upon 
which  his  data  are  founded  have  no  longer 
exiftence,  which  is  the  cafe,  to  what  does 
his  reafoning  tend,  but  to  feduce  weak  minds, 
and  to  break  that  unanimity,  which  at  prefent 
forms  the  pride,  the  glory,  and  ftrength  of 
the  Britifh  empire  ?  Were  the  confiderer  to 
brincr  a  million  of  inftances  of  what  France 
has  done,  or  what  Britain  has  fuffered  in 
former  times,  cm  bo  no  b  What  can  it  avail 
him,  if  thofe  inftances  are  not  applicable  to 
the  prefent  juncture  ?  and  applicable  they 
cannot  be,  unlefs  he  can,  from  hiftory,  pro¬ 
duce  a  fimilarity  of  circumftances.  The  con¬ 
fiderer,  with  a  true  polemic  fpirit,  fuppofes 
two  powers  of  Germany  at  war  j  “  if  h  ranee, 
fays  he,  to  keep  up  the  conteft,  fhould  take 
the  weaker  fide,  and  add  to  the  power  whole 
force  is  eight,  fo  as  to  be  fuperior  to  ten, 
the  evil  is  not  leflcned,  but  made  greater. 
Should  England  be  fo  unfortunate  as  to  join 
in  the  conteft,  and  fend  its  land  forces  of 
fifty  into  the  war,  and  France  thereupon  lend 
a  force  of  eighty,  the  party  aiTifted  by  Eng- 


land  would  be  but  little  benefited  by  the  al¬ 
liance  ;  the  English  would  ftil]  be  the  weaker 
fide,  the  force  of  Europe  be  diminithed  fo 
much  the  mote,  and  France  only  be  advan¬ 
taged.  This  is  a  kind  of  reafoning  which 
imdf  hold  invariably  juft  in  all  ages.”  I 
lav,  that  not  a  tingle  particle  of  fuch  rea- 
foning  ever  held  good  in  any  age,  and  there 
nevet  was  a  more  bare-faced  infult,  than 
fuch  reatoning  is,  upon  the  public  under- 


According  to  the  confiderer’s  apprehen- 
fon,  France,  by  the  difpofitions  of  the  powers 
and  differences  in  Europe,  has  every  thing 
fie  can  with  or  defire.  She  has  had  it  for 
thefe  four  or  five  years,  at  leaft,  ever  fince  we 
caoied  our  troops  into  Germany.  What  has 
been  the  confequence  ?  Is  France  a  greater, 
a  richer,  or  more  fuccefsful  power,  through 
the  blunders  of  Britain  ?  Has  the  enlarged 
her  territory?  Has  the  increafed  her  reve¬ 
nue?  Flas  fie  repaired  her  marine?  Bias  flic 
dictated,  as  formerly,  to  the  Britifli  councils? 
Ho.  I  will  give  the  confidercran  anfwer,  that, 
in  one  Angle  word,  comprehends  folios  of 
lo0.c,  and  reams  of  reafoning.  France,  with 
ali  the  advantages  which  the  miftaken  policy 
of  Great- Britain  has  given  her,  is  now  a  de¬ 
clared 
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clared  bankrupt  to  all  Europe,  and  die  has 
declared  herfeif  fuch.  Let  the  conliderer 
get  over  the  fadt,  and  then 

*  To  dinner  with  what  appetite  he  may.’ 

“  I  don’t  determine,  fays  the  conliderer, 
whether  the  Germans  are  likely  foon  to  agree 
together  in  any  one  point  ;  and  much  in 
uniting  with  England  and  the  States-Gene- 
ral  in  a  war  wiih  France:  but  till  they  do 
thus  agree,  England  has  nothing  to  do  with 

o  J  o  o 

their  little  internal  quarrels.”  You  don’t  de¬ 
termine,  Mr.  or  my  lord,  conliderer  ;  but  I 
do :  and  I  fay  and  affirm  from  paft  expe¬ 
rience,  (I  care  not  what  prepofeffions  may 
lie  againft  the  dodfrine)  that  the  fewer  allies 
England  has  againft  France,  provided  thofe 
allies,  as  his  Pruftian  majefty  certainly  is,  are 
hearty  in  the  caufe,  Great-Britain  is  a  gainer  ; 
ftie  fees  the  end  of  her  expence,  Ihe  knows 
the  extent  of  her  operations  ;  which  is  more 
than  flae  did  in  any  continental  war  fhe  ever 
embraced. 

The  conliderer  affedls  to  call  the  prefent 
war  a  German  civil  war,  and  the  whole  of 
his  pamphlet  is  levelled  againft  Great-Britain 

taking 
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taking  part  in  it.  I  deny,  in  the  mod  direct 
terms,  that  the  war  between  the  kins  of 
A  rurha  and  tire  houfe  of  Auftria,  or  rather 
Lorrain,  can  with  the  leaft  propriety,  either 
of  fpeech  or  reafoning,  be  termed  a  civil  war. 
The  quarrel  between  the  king  of  Pruffia 
and  the  queen  of  Hungary  has  not  in  the 
final  left  or  molt  remote  degree,  a  relation  to 
that  fyftem  of  political  confederacy  which 
conftitutes  the  kings  of  Great-Britain  or 
Pruiiia  members,  or,  if  the  fanguine  confi- 
derer  will  have  it,  fubjefts,  of  the  Germanic 
body.  It  is,  in  flrort,  either  the  good  or  bad 
fortune  of  the  confiderer,  that  the  pofition  he 
lays  down,  if  admitted,  muff  eftablifh  his 
dodtrines,  if  difputed,  the  whole  appears  fu¬ 
tile  and  fallacious.  The  king  of  Pruffia,  as 
a  fovereign  prince,  is  as  independent,  perhaps 
more  fo,  than  the  emprefs-queen  is.  Were 
the  confiderer  to  be  allowed  his  own  fway, 
he  undoubtedly  would  carry  every  thing  be¬ 
fore  him,  by  the  plain  felf-evident  maxim, 
that  Great-Britain  is  w'orfe  than  mad  to  pre¬ 
tend  to  fupport  one  little  German  prince, 
a  gain  ft  the  Germanic  body. 

But  here  I  muft  again  have  recourfe  to 
principles,  and  again  obferve  that  our  confi- 

derer’s 
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are  in  Germany,  and  our  confiderer  takes  ad¬ 
vantage  of  that  to  treat  him,  through  the 
whole  of  his  pamphlet,  as  a  German  prince, 
fubjedt  rather  to  the  dictates  of  the  emperor, 
than  the  laws  of  the  empire.  How  different 
muff  the  reafoning  refulting  from  fuch  pofiti- 
ons  appear,  when  we  conflder  his  Pruffian 
majefty  equal,  at  leaf!  in  dignity,  totheVan- 
demout  family,  and  in  himfelf  an  independent 
fovereign,  at  the  head  of  the  proteffant  intereft 
upon  the  continent,  and  the  only  natural  ally 
left  there  for  Great-Britain  ?  Were  the  confli- 
tutions  of  Germany  to  be  examined,  it  would 
be  found  that  both  the  eledtor  of  Hanover,  and 
the  eledtor  of  Brandenburg,  without  changing 
their  religion,  have  as  good  a  title  to  be  chofen 
emperor,  as  the  hufband  of  the  queen  of  Hun¬ 
gary,  who  votes,  corrcgentice  jure ,  has. 

Will  the  confiderer  be  mean  or  wicked 
enough  to  fay,  that  Great-Britain  at  this  junc¬ 
ture,  ought  to  abandon  all  the  fyftem  and  prin¬ 
ciples  of  policy  upon  which  her  power  and  in¬ 
dependency  is  formed  ?  If  fhe  does  not,  let  the 
boldefl  advocate  for  anti-continental  meafures 
ftep  forth,  aud  point  out  what  courfe  fhe 
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could  have  fleered  different  from  what  fhe 
has  done  ?  Let  the  laudatores  temporis  affii  de¬ 
claim  as  they  pleafe  •  let  the  confiderer  ring  his 
changes  upon  former  meafures ;  but  whilft  the 
power  of  France  exifts,  is  not  Great-Britain  to 
guard  againft  her  ambition  ?  That  the  power 
of  France  exifts,  is  the  bafis  of  our  conlide- 
rer’s  dodlrine.  That  we  have  not  purfued  the 
war  upon  the  principles  and  meafures  that  di¬ 
rected  us  in  former  times,  muff  equally  be  ad¬ 
mitted.  But  for  that  reafen  ohjedts  are 
changed •  the  fame  fyffem  no  longer  exifts  ; 
and  the  ballance  of  power,  in  the  point  where 
it  formerly  vibrated,  is  now  a  non-entity. 
Upon  the  fuppclition  of  this  ballance  being  an 
entity,  the  confiderer  has  railed  his  whole 
fabrick.  The  fmalleft  fpark  of  candour 
would  have  taught  him,  that  when  king  Wil¬ 
liam  formed  the  grand  confederacy,  the  lupport 
of  the  houfe  of  Auflria*  upon  the  continent,, 
was  his  great  objedt.  Why  was  that  his  ob¬ 
ject  ?  Becaufe  he  reafonably  thought  that  the 
houfe  of  Auftria  was  the  grand  counterpoife, 
upon  the  continent,  to  the  ambition  of  the 
houfe  of  Bourbon  ;  and  the  houfe  of  Bourbon 
was  the  power  which  England  and  Holland 
had  then  thegreateftreafon  to  dread.  Had  they 
dreaded  the  houfe  of  Auftria,  king  William, 

like 
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like  queen  Elizabeth,  would  have  directed 
his  attention,  and  formed  his  alliance  accord- 
ingly.  Auftria  and  Bourbon  are  only  founds, 
the  danger  refulting  from  cither  is  the 
matter. 

y)  | 

If  the  danger  refulting  from  the  houfe  of 
Auftria  to  the  liberties  of  Europe,  was  an 
objedt  of  attention  in  queen  Elizabeth,  that 
has  done  immortal  honour  to  her  memory ; 
if  the  forming  an  alliance  againft  the  houfe 
of  Bourbon,  has  done  the  lame  to  the  me¬ 
mory  of  king  William,  and  to  the  Whig 
adminiftration  under  queen  Anne :  if  the 
boldeft  advocates  for  anti-continental  mea- 
fures,  never  yet  pretended  that  the  ballance  of 

power  in  Europe  was  a  chimera;  how  isGreat- 

% 

Britain,  in  the  prefent  juncture,  to  behave, 
when  the  houfes  of  Auftria  and  Bourbon 
are  embarked  in  one  common  caufe,  the 
ruin  of  the  proteftant  intereft  ? 

"N* 

“  But,  fays  the  confiderer,  we  happen  to 
have  one  nominal  proteftant  prince  on  our 
fide  ;  and  therefore  the  proteftant  intereft 
has  been  fpecioufly  held  out  to  our  view. 
But  in  the  laft  war  we  were  fighting  for  the 
queen  of  Hungary,  and  the  proteftant  prince 

D  2  had 
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had  only  a  popifh  king  of  France  for  his  de^ 
fender.  Did  we  think  then  the  proteftant 
intereft  at  ail  concerned  in  that  war  ?  And 
why  fhould  we  in  this?  This  great  cham- 
pion  of  proteftantifm  was  then  univerfally 
decried  by  us,  as  a  man  void  of  faith,  reli¬ 
gion,  and  every  good  principle.” 

Drained  as  the  nation  has  been  of  late  to 
the  very  dregs  of  political  writing,  I  know 
no  man  lb  great  a  dunce,  or  Quixote,  as  to 
imagine  that  every  prince,  and  every  poten¬ 
tate,  does  not  purfue  his  own  intereft,  if  he 
can  fee  it,  or  if  thinks  he  fees  it.  A  great 
and  a  fenfible  prince  can  have  no  principle 
but  intereft,  becaufe  it  never  can  be  his  true 
intereft  to  adopt  a  fyftem  of  fraud,  perfidy, 
and  injudice.  If,  with  Lewis  the  XIVth  of 
France,  he  fhall  adopt  fuch  a  fyftem,  he  is 
no  great  prince.  Mis  greatnefs  is  temporary, 
and,  like  that  of  Lewis,  it  mult  have  an  end 
in  his  own  life-time. 

But  let  us  not  be  deceived  by  bold  founds 
and  aflertions.  I  deny  that  our  illuftrious  ally 
is  more  a  nominal  proteftant,  than  the  heads 
of  the  houfes  of  Auftria  and  Bourbon  are 
nominal  papifts.  The  king  of  Pruffia  can- 
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not  be  more  properly  ftiled  a  nominal  pro- 
tcftant,  than  king  George  the  Ift,  lid,  or  Hid 
can  be.  If  the  confiderer  can  prove,  what 
I  think  has  been  never  yet  attempted  to  be 
proved,  that  the  interefts  he  had  in  view 
were  fundamentally  falfe,  unjuft,  and  inju¬ 
rious  to  any  other  power,  he  would  then  fay 
fomewhat  to  the  purpofe.  But  if  both  his 
connexions,  and  thofe  of  Great-Britain,  were 
only,  as  they  certainly  were,  accidental,  and 
not  fyftematical,  the  confiderer  is  as  much 
wrong  in  his  reafoning,  as  he  is  in  his  fadts. 
The  connexions  of  Great-Britain  with  the 
houfe  of  Auftria,  in  the  times  which  he  hints 
at,  were  occasioned  by  accidents,  viz.  the  death 
of  Charles  the  Vlth  of  Germany,  and  the 
violence  which  France  offered  to  her  own 
guaranty  of  the  pragmatic  fandtion.  Inde¬ 
pendant  of  thofe  confiderations,  his  Pruffian 
majefty  had,  as  we  nvaft  fuppofe  he  thought, 
a  claim  of  right  upon  certain  dominions, 
which  lie  not,  as  the  confiderer  fays,  in  an 
obfcnre  corner  of  Germany,  but  are  well 
known  to  every  one  who  knows  the  fmalleft 
tittle  of  geography  or  hiftory.  I  am  old 
enough  to  remember  when  this  claim  was 
ftarted,  and  when  it  was  made  good.  His 
Pruffiaa  majefty  fupported  it  by  what  I  mu  ft 

call 
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call  uncontroverted,  and  therefore  I  muft  fup*? 
pole  uncontrovertible,  reafons ;  for  I  never 
law  a  fcrap  from  the  houfe  of  Auftria  that 
difputed  the  fads  of  the  family  compacts, 
upon  which  the  claim  was  founded.  It  is, 
therefore,  infamous  to  infinuate,  that  becaufe 
the  intereft  of  Prufiia  happened  at  that  time 
to  lead  her  to  fide  with  France,  that  there- 
ioie  this  proteftant  prince  had  only  a  popifh 
king  of  France  for  his  defender:  the  fa <ft  is 
falie  and  unfupported  ;  and  all  the  confiderer 
poffibly  can  gain  by  his  infinuations  and  af- 
fertions,  is,  what  I  believe  no  mortal  is  weak 
enough  to  difpute,  that,  amongft  princes,  pro- 
teftantifm  and  popery,  and  in  fa£t,  religion, 
are  words  that  fometimes  fignify  nothing. 

But  though  I  fincerely  think,  that  in  the  cabh 
nets  of  fovereigns,.  the  popifh  or  proteflant  re¬ 
ligion  are  words  that  neither  have,  nor  ought 
to  have,  any  meaning,  yet  I  think  the  popifh  or 
proteflant  interefts  are  terms  that  not  only  have 
meaning,  but  are  of  the  moft  deqifive  impor¬ 
tance  to  us,  as  men  and  Englifhmen.  Acci¬ 
dents,  as  I  have  already  hinted,  may  fome¬ 
times  interfere,  and  give  a  fhock  to  the  vehi¬ 
cle,  but  it  muft  ftiil  in  time  return  to  its  true 
and  its  natural  pofition.  Is  there  a  man  in 

England 
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England  weak  enough  to  doubt,  that  while 
Great-Britain  was  fighting  in  conjunction 
with  the  houfe  of  Auftria,  the  heads  of  that 
houfe  were  not  the  moft  miferable  bigots  that 
ever  polluted  an  altar  by  fuperflition  ?  And 
yet  thofe  bigots,  though  not  of  the  proteftant 
religion,  fought  for  the  proteftant  intereft, 
that  is,  for  the  independency  of  Germany 
and  Britain. 

That  the  king  of  Pruffia  was  ever  decried 
by  this  nation,  as  a  man  void  of  faith,  religion, 
and  every  good  principle,  is  a  moft  execrable 
falfhood.  It  is  equally  fo,  that  we,  as  the 
confiderer  affirms,  fet  out  in  this  war  with  con- 
fidering  him  as  an  enemy  to  our  proteftant 
electorate.  It  is  equally  falfe,  that  we  hired 
an  army  of  Ruffians  to  invade  him. 

- - - .TvA  tam 

Ferrem  ut  teneat  Je  ? 

“  W hat  is  it,  fays  the  confiderer,  then,  that 
has  at  once  changed  him  in  our  opinion,  from 
a  deipifer  of  all  religion,  to  the  defender  of 
the  proteftant  ?  But  not  to  infift  on  this.” 
Can  a  man  of  common  fenfe  and  honefty  fit, 
with  any  degree  of  patience,  and  hear  fuch 

infamous 
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infamous  invectives  fpewed  forth,  was  his 
Friulian  majefty  no  more  than  a  private  gen¬ 
tleman  ?  The  confiderer  pretends  that  at  the 
time  of  the  breaking  out  of  the  prefent  war, 
the  proteftant  religion  in  Germany  (for  I  will 
contrail  his  argument  as  much  as  poftible, 
without  weakening  it)  was  in  no  danger. 
The  confiderer  amufes  us  with  founds.  Can  he 
produce  a  refcript,  can  he  produce  a  fcrap  of 
writing  from  his  Pruffian  majefty,  or  any  pro¬ 
teftant  power  in  the  world,  that  ever  pre¬ 
tended  it  was  in  danger  ?  But  I  will  venture 
to  fay,  and  will  defy  all  mankind  to  prove 
the  contrary,  that  the  proteftant  intereft  was 
in  danger.  It  may,  however,  be  neceffary 
to  clear  up  the  diftindtion  I  make  between 
the  proteftant  religion,  and  the  proteftant 
intereft.  This  I  cannot  do  better  than  by 
fuppofing  that  a  power  now  exifts  in  Europe 
that  profeffes  proteftantifm,  and  yet  fides  with 
France  and  Auftria  in  this  prefent  war.  Such 
powers,  tho’  they  may  pray  with  proteftants, 
undoubtedly  ail  for  papifts ;  though  they  are 
of  the  proteftant  religion,  they  are  not  in  the 
proteftant  intereft.  In  fliort,  popery  and 
proteftantifm,  unlefs  applied  to  the  great  con¬ 
cerns  of  civil  as  well  as  religious  liberty,  are 

mere 
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mere  words  to  gull  the  populace,  and  our 
confiderer  has  applied  them  accordingly. 

I  fhall  not  impofe  fo  far  upon  the  reader  as 
to  quote  the  identical  words  of  the  coniiderer 
when  he  endeavours  to  prove  (as  he  does  in 
many  laboured  pages)  that,  in  the  prefent  war, 
religion  is  out  of  the  qucftion.  There  is  not, 
I  believe,  in  England,  a  man  fo  weak  to  believe 
it  is  ;  not  but  how  does  the  coniiderer  endea¬ 
vour  to  impofe  upon  weak  minds,  as  if  the 
experience  of  our  hiftory  did  not  tell  us,  that 
proteftants  may  fight  for  a  popifh  intereft, 
and  that  papifts  may  fight  for  a  proteftant  one  ? 
A  king  in  his  clofet,  or  his  chapel,  may  make 
no  difference  between  one  religion  and  ano- 
therj  and  he  may  even  defpife  all  religions, 
and  yet  true  policy,  without  one  grain  of  re¬ 
ligion  interfering,  may  oblige  him  to  adopt 
relicfon  as  the  caufe  of  fighting. 

O  o  o 

In  the  prefent  cafe,  this  confideration  turns, 
perhaps,  dccilively  attain  ft  our  author,  and  he 
himfelf  has  given  rile  to  the  obfervation.  I 
fhall  fuppofe  the  king  of  Pruffia  to  be  void  of 
religion,  but  if  the  king  of  Pruffia  has  ene¬ 
mies  who  are  wrong-headed  enough  to  carry 
religious  wind-mills  in  their  brain,  he  and 

E  his 
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tus  allies  has  a  right  to  repel  all  fuch  entha^ 
iiaftic  attacks,  in  the  nioft  effectual  manner. 
In  fhort,  the  whole  of  our  confiderer’s 
argument  upon  this  head  is  calculated 
only  for  the  weakeft  of  minds:  he  knows 
there  neither  is,  nor  can  be,  the  fmalleft 
foundation  for  fuch  infinuations,  though  he 

t  7  O 

has  endeavoured  to  avail  himfelf  of  them. 

The  confiderer  proceeds,  as  he  does  from 
the  beginning  to  the  end  of  the  pamphlet,  to 
take  for  granted,  matters  that  are  no  other  than 
unfupported  allegations.  “An  electorate,  fays 
he,  of  the  empire,  is  not  to  be  annihilated,  but 
by  the  detraction  of  the  whole  Germanic 
conftitution.  For  a  king  of  France  to  make 

cl? 

himfelf  e - r  of  II - r,  and  eject  a  whole 

family  out  of  its  rights,  would  be  fo  great  an 
act  of  violence,  that  every  member  in  the 
empire  would  rife  againft  it.  Sweden  and 
Denmark  could  not  but  take  the  alarm  at  it.” 

A  writer  who  grounds  his  reafoning  oil 
fuch  infamous  falfhoods,  which  he  endea¬ 
vours  to  palm  upon  his  readers  as  uncontro¬ 
vertible  and  indifputable  truths,  puts  me  in 
mind  of  a  malefactor  at  the  gallows.  Draw 
the  cart,  ot  kick  the  flool^  front  under  him 
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and  he  remains  fufpended.  Is  there  the 
lighted:  fmatterer  in  hiftory,  who  is  ignorant 
that  electorates,  politically  fpeaking.have  been 
annihilated  ?  witnefs  the  Palatine,  the  Saxon, 
and  the  Bavarian  electorates;  fome  of  them,  I 
was  croinp-  to  fay,  within  our  own  memory, 
or  that  of  our  fathers,  without  Sweden  or 
Denmark,  or  any  other  power  in  Europe, 
makino-  the  fmalleft  effort  in  their  favour. 
The  confiderer,  I  am  afraid,  will  never  be 
able  to  perfwade  any  man,  who  has  the  leaft 
experience  in  life,  to  believe  that  every  fub- 
jeCt,  or,  indeed  every  prince,  in  Germany, 
has  adequate  ideas  of  his  own  itereffs.  The 
ftates  of  Greece,  a  much  lefs  complicated 
confederacy  than  that  of  Germany,  had  not, 

u  England,  fays  the  confiderer,  would  not 
have  any  reafon  to  envy  France  the  impracti¬ 
cable  tafk  of  defending  a  country,  furround- 
ed  with  enemies,  and  feparated  from  all  its 
other  dominions.  But  in  reality,  the  coni.fi- 
tution  of  Europe  makes  every  thing  of  this 
kind  abfolutely  impoflible.  All  that  France 
can  propofe,  after  the  greatefl  fuccefs  there, 
can  be  only  to  take  a  temporary  poffeffion  of 
the  country  during  the  war,  to  hold  it  in  de- 
pofit,  as  the  king  of  Pruffia  did  the  electorate  . 

E  2  of 
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oi  Saxony.  Here  again  happens  to  be  a 
imall  rni hake  in  point  of  fad,  which  over- 
thi ows  the  whole  of  the  confiderer’s  realon- 
jng.  I  affirm  it,  and  will  appeal  to  every 
man  of  iea:on  and  candour,  that  in  the  pre~ 
fcnt,  unprecedented,  conjuncture,  when  the 
head  of  the  empire  and  the  French  king,  are 
1  wetted  in  a  confederacy  againft  the  proteftant 
inter  ei l,  the  electorate  of  Hanover,  if  wreft- 
cu  f  rom  the  houfe  of  Brunfwick,  may  be  be¬ 
llowed  on  whom  they  pleafe ;  and  perhaps  it 
would  not  be  going  too  far,  ffioukl  we  fup- 
pole,  that,  even  at  this  time,  fome  proteftant 
princes  of  the  empire  are  carting  a  wilhful 
eye  to  fill  the  feat  of  an  electorate.  Should 

mis  fucceed,  it  is  no  more  than  has  already 
Happened.  J 


PaSe  25.  the  confiderer  is  at  infinite  pains, 
(and,  indeed,  he  feems  to  pique  himfelf  upon 
it,  as  his  fort)  to  prove  that  w'e  hurt  Hano¬ 
ver,  and  actually  the  whole  proteftant  intereft 
m  Germany,  by  making  that  electorate  the 
feat  of  war.  Here,  again,  I  muft  affirm, 
1 2  at  the  faCt  is  falfe ;  and  I  abfolutely  deny 
and  defy,  any  man  to  prove,  that  Great-Britain 
has,  in  the  Icaft,  contributed  to  make  that  elec¬ 
torate  the  feat  of  war.  It  was  unjuftly  at¬ 
tacked 


[  31  ] 


tacked  by  France,  and  all  the  fophiftry  of 
mankind  cannot  pretend,  that  Great-Britain 
has  not  afted  a  juft,  and,  therefore,  a  wife 
part,  in  endeavouring  to  protect  that  elec¬ 
torate.  Let  the  confiderer  and  his  friend. 


if  they  pleafe,  recur  to  prudential,  but  piti— 
iul,  principles ;  let  them  fay,  that  a  weaker 
ftate  is  to  be  opprefl'ed  by  a  ftronger,  and 
that  no  intermediate  power  ought  to  fay 
to  the  latter.  What  doeft  thou  ? 


/ 


This  obfervation  brings  me  to  the  main 
beam  of  our  obferver’s  reafoning.  He  has 
not  endeavoured  to  prove,  that  his  Pruffian 
majefty  was  originally  wrong  in  the  caufes 
i  or  which  he  went  to  war  ;  he  has  not  pre¬ 
fumed  to  fay,  that  Great-Britain  had  not  juft 
provocations  to  make  war  upon  France.  The 
confiderer  has  not  thrown  out  a  ftngle  fyllable 
to  infinuate,  that  Hanover  was  not  attacked  en¬ 
tirely  on  account  of  the  French  quarrel  with 
Gieat-Bntain  in  America.  This  being  the 
cafe,  io  what  ablurdities  muft  our  confiderer 
be  icduced  ?  even  to  that,  not  only  of  condem¬ 
ning  tne  practice  of  the  greateft  and  wifeft 
princes  in  former  ages,  but  of  aboliftiing  out 
of  the  fyftem  of  the  world,  all  diftin(5tions 
between  right  and  wrong,  and  all  rcfiftance, 

where 
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where  injudice  and  injury  are  offered.  Will 
the  confiderer  avow  that  dodrine  ?  1  hope 
he  will  not ;  I  may  almoft  venture  to  fay,  that 
he  dares  not ;  and  yet,  that  dodrine  muft  be 
avowed,  before  any  one  of  his  pofitions  can 
he  conclufive.  Though  romance  and  realities 
differ,  yet,  could  the  moil  incentive  head 
have  devifed  a  trad,  which  Great-Britain, 
keeping  fight  of  common  fenfe  and  common 
honour,  could  have  followed,  but  what  die 
has  done  ?  The  confiderer  is  a  profeffed  ad¬ 
vocate  for  fubmifilon.  Submidion  to  what  ? 
to  violence,  fraud  and  injuftice  ?  Should 
that  dodrine  take  place,  the  light  of  the  fun 
may  be  faid  to  be  extinguifhed.  In  this  men 
and  communities  do  not  differ  in  their  relations. 
The  law  of  nature,  as  Cicero  has  fenfibly  ex¬ 
plained  it,  didates  the  principles  of  felf-pre- 
fervation.  And  every  individual,  if  he  con- 
fults  his  own  fafety,  will  confult  the  fafety 
oi  the  whole.  Are  dates  to  be  oppreffed 
more  than  private  men  are,  meerly  becaufe 
they  are  weak  ?  Does  not  common  filtered, 
as  well  as  common  honedy,  call  upon  one 
date  to  aflid  another  when  oppreffed  ?  For 
what  arc  iocietics  formed,  and  alliances  made, 
but  to  defend  the  weaker  againd  the  dronger  ? 
flow  infamous  would  it  be,  was  Great  Britain 

allied 
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allied  with  a  power  far  more  confiderablc 
than  herfelf,  and  bound  by  every  tye  of  gra¬ 
titude  and  faith  to  fupport  her,  fliould  that 
power  tell  her,  that  it  is  her  belt  courfe,  to 
give  way  to  fuperior  force,  and  that  a  little 
dragooning  would  do  her  no  diiTervice,  becaufe 
the  fmart  will  foon  be  over,  and  that,  was  Ihe 
to  receive  any  aftiftance,  her  cafe  would  be 
worfe. 

p 

But  in  fa<ft,  the  public  of  Great-Britain  is 
abufed  in  nothing  more,  than  in  that  way  of 
reafoning,  which  is  adopted  by  the  confiderer. 
Where  is  the  nation  in  the  world  that  ever 
■would  have  done  any  thing  great,  any  thing 
glorious,  or  indeed  wife,  had  her  government 
made  her  intereft  the  only  ftandard  of  her 
honour  ?  A  great  people  knows,  that  honour, 
reputation,  and  dignity,  form  their  intereft  j 
nor  could  Great-Britain  at  this  time  have  ar¬ 
rived  to  the  pitch  of  power  and  riches.  Hie 
now  poflefles,  had  Ihe  been  always  merce¬ 
nary  enough,  to  have  made  her  dignity  fub- 
fervient  to  any  confideration  whatfoever. 
‘c  A  fmall  ftate,  fays  the  confiderer,  (p.  25.) 
which  is  invaded  by  the  armies  of  one  infinite¬ 
ly  greater  than  itfelf,  is  doubtlefs  under  a  great 
misfortune  ;  all  refiftancc  is  ufelefs,  and  it 
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has  nothing  to  do  but  fubmit.  But  there  is 
a  way  of  doubling  this  misfortune  j  and  that 
is  by  having  another  great  Bate,  almoft  equal 
to  the  invader,  undertake  the  defence  of  it. 
If  the  country  fubmit,  it  has  but  one  army 
to  maintain,  and  may  in  the  beginning  yield 
up  terms,  which  is  tolerable;  but  if  it  be  de¬ 
fended,  it  has  then  two  armies  in  it,  and 
is  fure  to  be  oppreffed  by  them  both.”  Had 
I  not  given  the  quotation  fairly  in  the  confi- 
derer’s  words,  a  reader  who  has  the  fmalleft 
ientiment  of  virtue  and  humanity,  might  have 
doubted,  whether  fuch  fluff  could  have  fallen 
from  the  pen  of  any  writer  who  wears  the 
ftamp  of  manhood ;  in  reality,  the  whole  of 
the  performance  I  am  now  anfwering,  ought 
to  have  been  in ti tied ,  yin  apology  for  France  ; 

nor  is  there,  from  the  beginning  to  the  end 
of  it,  a  fmgle  principal,  but  thaf  Great-Bri- 

tain  ought  to  diiTolve  every  tye  of  humanity 
andjuftice,  and  leave  France  and  Auftria  the 
unmolefted  liberty  of  defeating  Europe,  and 
at  laft  of  in  (laving  Britain  ;  for  there  is  not 
an  argument  for  Hanover’s  fubmitting  to 
1  ranee,  brought  by  the  conliderer,  that  is 
not  with  equal ,  nay,  greater,  rcafon,  appli¬ 
cable  to  Great-Britain.  II  the  has  an  army 
in  her  bowels,  the  ought  to  fubmit ;  {he 

ought 

O 


■V 


t 


% 


[  35  ] 

obght  not  to  double  her  own  mifery  by  in- 
creafing  the  number  of  mouths  file  has  to 
maintain,  or  by  adding  hands  to  war,  that 
many-headed  monfter,  too  apt  of  itfeli,  to 


devour  the  moft  innocent  and  the  moil  un¬ 
offending. 

O 


But  it  unfortunate'!’/  happens,  that  the  con- 

J  X  A 

fiderer’s  fails  are  as  falfe  as  his  reafoning.  I 
cannot,  by  any  manner  of  means,  fee  that  Ha¬ 
nover  is,  at  prefent,  oppreffed  by  prince  Ferdi¬ 


nand’s  army  5  I  can  fee  the  Britifh  nation 
making  glorious,  and  not  unfuccefsful,  efforts, 
for  faving  an  electorate,  that  has  been  almoft 
ruined,  for  the  fake  of  Great-Britain.  “  Did 
the  fan,  fays  the  conflderer  infultingly,  re- 
fufe  to  Urine,  or  the  river  ceafe  to  flow, 
when  France  was  in  poffeflion  of  Hanover  r” 
Philofophers  will  tell  him,  they  did  not;  be- 
caufe  iniufticeis  the  word  inverfion  of  nature’s 


courfe.  As  a  politician  I  anfvver,  that  nei¬ 
ther  of  thofe  phenomenas  would  have  hap¬ 
pened,  had  the  French  been  in  poffeflion  of 
London,  as  well  as  of  Hanover. 


The  conflderer  proceeds,  in  the  fame  in- 
falling  drain,  to  upbraid  the  Hanoverians  for 
breaking  the  convention  of  Clofter-Seven. 

F  Here 
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Here  again  is  a  material  miflake  in  point  of 
fad,  for  it  is  a  rnoft  infamous  falfhood  to  fay, 
that  the  Hanoverians  did  break  that  conven¬ 


tion.  His  late  majefty’s  refcripts  and  manifeftos. 
made  it  plain,  without  the  poffibility  of  con- 
tradidion,  that  the  French  broke  it  them- 


felvcs,  by  inlifting  upon  terms  of  oppreffion 
and  injuftice,  which  were  not  flipulated  in 
the  convention.  This  is  a  truth,  that  the 
french  mini  fir  v  themfelves,  keen  and  easier, 
as  they  were,  at  that  time,  did  not  pretend  to 
contradict  3  and  hislate  majefty,  whofe  veracity 
was  perhaps  as  irreproachable  and  unimpea¬ 
ched  as  that  of  any  prince  who  ever  breathed, 
had  the  glory  and  fatisfadicn  to  fee  his  eon- 
dud,  in  reluming  his  arms,  approved  of  by 
all  Europe.  I  can  fcarcely  except  the  court 
of  trance  itfelf.  Before  the  confiderer  had 
thrown  out  againft  his  late  majefty  a  charge 
of  breaking  a  convention,  made  under  fuch 
tender  circumftances  as  that  of  Clofter-Seven 


was,  he  ought  to  have  defeended  to  particu¬ 
lars,  and  to  have  refuted  the  allegations  in 
ins  late  majctly  s  memorials  and  manifeftos, 
publiflied  on  that  occalion.  Let  the  public, 
merefore,  upon  the  whole,  judge  of  an  au¬ 
thor  who  offers  fuch  an  infult  to  the  memory 
of  that  venerable  head  that  is  now  laid  in  the 

duff. 
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■duft.  In  my  own  life-time  I  have  known 
judicial  leniences  pall  againd  the  revjlers  of 
the  memory  of  king  William,  40  years  after 
his  death  ;  but  here  is  the  memory  of  the 
giCateu  and  the  bell  monarch  that  ever  JB  ri¬ 
te10  had,  lmuned  befoie  his  allies  are  cokl 
in  the  grave  that  receives  them.  The  fubjed 
oiipuiies  wun  ceremony,  and  even  with 
forms  of  writing  ;  the  fad  is  falfe ;  his  late 
majefty  did  not  break  the  convention  of 
Clofter-Seven.  His  late  majelly  avowed  his 
1  refuming  arms;  hejudihedthatrefumption,  and 
tne  confiderer  cannot,  without  incurring  the 
cenfuie  or  the  blacked  calumny,  maintain 
his  afleition,  that  his  late  majelly  was  guilty 
of  a  mod  fcandalous  breach  of  faith. 


The  confiderer  thinks  himfelf  exceffively 
drong  in  his  impeachment  of  the  king  of 
Prudia  s  conduct,  when  he  mentions  the 
great  hardlhips  \vhich  the  eledorate  of  Saxony 
underwent,  when  it  was  in  poffeffion  of  the 
Prudlans.  Who  doubts  it  ?  but  who  u-as  to 
blame  ?  Has  the  confiderer  offered  a  lingle 
argument,  to  prove,  that  the  kin?  of  Prufiia 
was  not  well  founded,  in  jufticc^  as  well  as 
prudence,  in  his  proceedings  againd  that  elec¬ 
torate  ?  Has  lie  offered  a  colour  of  rcafon  to 

r* 

r  ?  prove, 
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prove,  that,  had  not  the  king  of  Pruffia  acted 
as  he  did,  he  and  the  proteftant  intereft  in 
Germany,  mud  have  bren  totally  ruined? 

Is  any  power,  efpecially  an  independent  power, 
to  anfwer  for  the  confequences  of  another’s 
injuftice?  If  the  eledor  of  Saxony,  by  his 
iniquitous  combination  againft:  the  eledor  of 
Brandenburg,  obliged  the  latter  to  put  the 
citizens  of  Leipfic  under  a  fevere  contribu¬ 
tion,  the  eledor  of  Saxony,  and  not  the 
eledor  of  Brandenburg,  was  to  blame. 

Deli  rant  reges ,  plecluntur  archlvt. 

I 

Talking  as  men,  what  heart  does  not  feel 
for  the  miferies,  Ioffes,  and  misfortunes  of 
fubjeds,  through  the  injuftice  of  the  princes. 
I  never  fee  a  French  prifoner,  without  con- 
fidering  him  as  the  innocent  vidirn  of  his  fo- 
vereffn’s  perfidy.  All  arguments  therefore, 
drawn  from  confederations  of  humanity,  when 
inhumanity  is  pradifed,  arc  unncceffary,  idle, 
or  futile.  If  the  injuftice  of  one  prince, 
makes  it  neceffary  for  another  to  proceed  with 
leverity  againft  the  innocent  fubjeds  of 
a  different  power  he  who  gives  the  provo¬ 
cation  alone  is  to  blame,  and  alone  is  anfwer- 
skle  for  all  confeouences.  Princes  do  not 

make 
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make  war  upon  one  another’s  perfons  or  pa¬ 
laces.  The  moft  generous  and  humane,  and 
moil  virtuous  princes  that  ever  lived,  have  j 
been  obliged,  in  juilice  to  their  own  fubjeds,  j 
to  proceed  againft  thofe  of  another,  in  a 
manner  againft  which  their  nature  has  re¬ 
volted.  The  moft  underftanding  reader  in 
Europe,  perhaps,  therefore,  will  be  puzzled 
to  find  out  the  meaning  of  the  confiderer’s 
reafoning,  between  the  3 ill  and  38th  pages 
of  his  Confiderations  ;  if  he  has  any  mean¬ 
ing,  it  is,  that  Great-Britain,  did  not  Hanover 
lie  in  Germany,  would  have  no  army  in 
Germany. 

Again,  the  fad  is  falle,  for  before  the 
eledors  of  Hanover  were  kings  of  Great- 
Britain,  Great-Britain  had  armies  in  Germany ; 
nay  what  was  (till  more  expenfive,  they  had 
armies  in  Spain,  and  in  Portugal  5  for  what 
reafon  ?  undoubtedly  to  maintain  the  ballance 
of  the  power  in  Europe,  and,  in  whatever 
quarter  that  ballance  is  indangered,  the  Britifii 
arms  ought  to  find  bufinefs.  This  is  reafonin°- 
that  never  yet  has  been  difputed,  it  is  what 
has  been  adopted  by  every  wife  minifter,  and 
by  every  patriot  that  ever  England  had,  nor 

do 
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do  I  remember  a  proffitute  of  the  pen  lb 
abandoned,  as  to  contradict  it.  . 

_  confiderer  enjoys  an  imaginary 

triumph,  when  he  pretends  to  ffiow  that 
Great-Britain  fights  at  a  vaft  difadvantage 
with  France  in  Germany,  and  that  the  pre- 
fervation  of  Hanover  ought  not  to  be  an 
objed  of  our  concern,  nor  would  the  French 
attack  it,  did  we  not  defend  it.  He  feems 
to  have  laid  the  fort  of  his  reafoning  upon 
thoi'e  principles,  and  he  has  laid  them  down 
in  a  multiplicity  of  words  ;  but  as  ufual, 
every  fad  is  falfe.  The  French,  before  the 
prefent  war,  have  again  and  again,  through 
the  mere  luft  of  power,  and  wantonnefs  of 
ambition,  laid  walle  German  eledorates. 
The  liberties  of  Europe  were  then  endan¬ 
gered,  but  lefs  than  they  are  now,  and  Great- 
Britain  interpofed  at  a  greater  expence,  and 
with  lefs  efficacy  ^than  ffie  does  now.  If,  in- 
Head  of  the  electorate  of  Hanover,  a  dun°% 
hill  was  the  fpot,  where  the  fate  of  public 
liberty  was  to  be  difputed  and  decided,  we 
mull  forfeit  the  name  of  Britons,  fhould  we 

abandon  it ;  pofterity  would  curfe  us,  fhould 
\ve  give  it  up. 
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<c  How,  fays  the  confiderer,  did  the  war 
begin  ?  The  fcene  in  Germany  opened  with 
our  being  in  alliance  with  the  emprefs-queen. 

And  the  king  of  P - a,  under  the  incourage- 

ment  of  France,  was  threatening  to  invade' 

the  e - te  :  we  looked  over  all  the  other 

.  parts  of  Europe  in  vain,  and  fent  to  the 
fartheft  North,  and  agreed  to  give  five 
hundred  thoufand  pounds  to  the  court  of 
Ruffia,  to  march  fifty-five  thoufand  men  into 
P—  a,  in  order  to  find  that  prince  employ¬ 
ment  at  home.”  Were  the  reward  of  a  thou¬ 
fand  pounds  pubhfhed  in  the  news-papers, 
to  outdo  the  falfities  contained  in  the  fore¬ 
going  quotation,  fcarce  a  man  in  England 
would  be  found  hardy  enougli  to  attempt  it. 
Oui  alliance  with  the  emprefs-queen  gave  no 
manner  of  rife  to  the  prefent  fcene  in  Ger¬ 
many  ;  accidents  had  thrown  the  intereft  of 
Pruffia  off  its  hinges.  While  the  natural  fyftem 
of  the  politics  of  Europe  fubiiffed,  the  houfes 
of  Bourbon  and  Auftria  lived,  if  not  at  per¬ 
petual  variance,  at  lead  in  perpetual  jealoufy 
of  one  another.  1  he  king  of  Pruffia  had  the 
ftrongeft  reafons  to  apprehend,  that  the  houfe 
of  Auftria  never  would  forgive  his  depriving 
it  of  Silefia.  He  naturally  fought  to  ftrengthen 

.  hinifelf. 
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himfelf,  by  an  alliance  with  that  power,  whofe 
intereft  it  was  that  the  houfe  of  Auftria  fhould 
be  kept  low,  and  that  power,  which  was 
France,  as  naturally  embraced  the  occafion. 
His  late  majefty,  George  the  fecond,  during 
till  this  time,  was  purfuing  the  fixt,  and  till 
then,  unvaried  maxims  of  public  liberty,  by 
fupporting  the  houfe  of  Auftria.  France, 
whofe  intereft  it  always  will  be,  that  Ger¬ 
mans  fhould  cut  one  another’s  throats,  mod 
officioufly  offered  to  march  an  army  into  the 
empire,  in  fupport  of  his  Pruffian  majefty. 
Plaa  fhe  done  it,  there  is  no  manner  of  doubt 
that  the  liberties  of  the  Germanic  body, 
muft  have  received  their  finifhing  ftroke, 
Great-Britain  was  fenfible  of  that,  and  her 
miniftry  ftrove  to  prevent  it,  by  entering  into 
one  of  the  cheapeft  contrails,  that  perhaps 
ever  was  made,  with  Ruftia  ;  and  a  contrail, 
which,  at  the  time  it  was  made,  aftonifhed 
France,  but  pleafed  all  Europe  beftdes.  But 
with  what  front  hath  the  conftderer  laid 
that  thofe  Ruffians  were  deligned  to  invade 
Pruffia  ?  What  term  does  fuch  an  allegation, 
fo  bafe,  fo  injurious,  and  fo  unfupported, 
deferve  ?  His  late  majefty,  by  that  contrail 
with  Ruftia,  prov  e!  himfelf  equally  the  lather 
of  European,  as  of  Britifh,  liberty.  The 

fchemes 
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fchemes  of  the  French  were  thus  difcon- 
certed,  and  his  Prulhan  majefty,  with  equal 
vvifdom  and  magnanimity,  declared  that  he 
was  ready  to  draw  his  fword  againft  foreign 
troops,  be  they  Ruffian  or  be  they  French, 
who  fhould  enter  Germany. 

This  was  the  point  precifely,  which  his 
late  majefty  aimed  at,  and  was  the  true  bafts 
of  that  fo  much  wifhed  for,  fo  much  ap¬ 
plauded,  reconciliation,  which  happened  be¬ 
tween  him  and  his  Pruftian  majefty.  If  the 
confiderer  had  the  fmalleft:  grain  of  candour, 
or  the  lead:  lpark  of  information,  he  would 
have  informed  the  public,  that  the  violence 
of  the  court  of  Vienna  had  difgufted  his  late 
majefty,  long  before  the  differences  between 
I  ranee  and  Fngland  broke  out.  Like  a  wife 
and  great  prince  as  he  was,  lie  concealed  the 
nakednefs  of  the  ancient  ally  of  his  people  and 
family,  as  long  as  he  could,  confidently  with 
his  public  faith  and  common  juftice.  But 
the  demands  of  the  court  of  V  ienna  out-run 
all  moderation.  I  fhall  not  diffemble,  that 
the  court  of  London  perhaps  did  give  the 
emprefs-queen  fome  hopes  of  feeing  her  fo n 
made  king  of  the  Romans,  and  undoubtedly 
as  the  intereft  of  Europe  appeared  to  be  at 

G  that 
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that  time  circumftanced,  it  was  extreamly 
natural  for  his  late  majefty  to  attempt  fuch  a 
meafure.  Perhaps  he  did  attempt  it,  and 
perhaps  could  it  have  been  carried  into  execu¬ 
tion,  without  tearing  the  fundamental  con- 
ftitution  of  Germany  to  pieces,  he  might 

have  efteded  it.  But  the  court  of  Vienna 

# 

never  had  the  fmalieft  regard  for  that  confi- 
deration ;  her  ambition  rnuft  be  gratified 
at  the  expence  of  Germanic  liberty.  His 
late  majefty ’s  penetration  and  tendernefs  for 
that  confideration,  and  the  impatience  of 
the  emprefs-queen,  made  him  fee  what  he 
icarcely  could  have  believed,  that  the  houfe 
of  Auftria  now  aded  upon  principals  in- 
confiftent  with  all  their  former  engagements, 
and  that  the  emprefs-queen,  like  another  Juno, 
faid, 

FleEtere  ji  nequeo  fuperos ,  acheronta  movebo. 

If  I  cannot  bring  the  king  of  England  to 
join  with  me  in  the  deftrudion  of  public  li¬ 
berty,  I  will  call  in  the  French,  who,  I  am 
fure,  will  be  glad  to  fecond  me.  Let  Germany 
be  ravaged,  let  her  conftitution  be  ruined, 
but  let  the  houfe  of  Auftria  be  great,  and. 
let  her  ride  in  the  whirl- wind  of  public 
calamity. 


Too 
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Tco  many  circumftances  at  that  time  con¬ 
curred,  to  flatter  this  prefumption  :  circum¬ 
ftances  that  are  without  parallel  in  hiftory.  The 
French,  by  the  weakeft,  but,  at  the  fame  time, 
the  in  oft  frantic,  condudt  ever  known,  took 
fteps  to  drive  the  fubje&s  of  Great-Britain 
out  of  the  empire  of  North- America.  Such 
was  the  ruling  paffion  of  France.  That  of 
the  emprefs-queen  was,  to  have  her  fon  deeded 
king  oi  the  Romans,  and  to  be  revenged 
upon  the  king  of  Pruflia.  The  ruling  pafiions 
in  both  parties  coincided  in  one  point.  The 
fnendlnip  of  I  ruffia  was  of  lels  confideration 
to  F ranee,  than  the  empire  of  North-America 
was.  The  regaining  Silefia  was  thought  of 
more  importance  by  the  court  of  Vienna, 
than  all  her  former  engagements,  than  every 
tye  of  gratitude  and  honour,  and,  when 
rightly  confidered,  of  intereft.  Thus  an 
unnatural  combination  was  formed  ngainft 
the  liberties  of  Europe. 

♦ 

The  objects  which  Great-Britain  and 
Pruftia  had  in  their  eyes,  were  the  preferva- 
tion  of  the  former’s  empire  in  North-America 
and  of  the  latter’s  poffeffion  of  Silefia.  The 
Germanic  conuitution,  and  the  balance  of 
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power,  were  objects  in  common  to  both. 
Ought  fuch  fads,  or  fuch  reafoning,  to  be  fup- 
pieflcd  by  one  who  call  himfelf  a  confiderer 
on  tile  pielent  Cerman  war  ?  Could  any,  but 
the  mod  proftitue  of  all  writers,  have  afked 
the  following  queftion  ?  «  Was  his  Prufiian 
majefty  s  having  fallen  upon  a  proteftant 
eledoiate,  and  deftroying  Saxonv,  a  fervice 
done  to  Britain?”  Whoever  faidk  was,  or 
what  bufmefs  have  Britons  in  the  affair?  A  deep- 
laid  fee  me,  and  a  treacherous  combination 
was  formed  againft  the  king  of  Pruffia,  in 
which  trie  eledor  of  Saxony  had  a  principal 
concern.  His  Pruffian  majefty  prevented  the 
execution  of  fo  infamous  a  confederacy ;  nor 
does  it  matter  a  fingle  ftraw,  whether  the  con¬ 
federates  againft  him  were  proteftants  or  pa- 
pifts  y  the  eledoi  of  Saxony  moff  undoubt¬ 
edly  is  a  papift  •  and  it  is  equally  undoubted 
that,  when  he  gives  the  nod,  the  fub^ds  of 
his  deflorate  muff  fight  in  a  popifh  quarrel. 

Here  I  am  aware  of  a  poor,  though  plau- 
fible,  objedion  ;  the  head,  it  may  be  fai’d,  of 
the  landgraviate  of  Pleffe  Caffel,  is  not  a 
proteffant.  1  rue,  but  tfianks  to  the  care  of 
his  late  majefty,  and  the  patriotifm  of  his 
dates,  lie  is  a  proteftant  power,  and  the 

pro- 


[  47  ] 

proteftant  intereft  in  his  electorate,  is  fecured 
i*o  as  not  to  be  affected  by  any  temporary  or 
private  fyffem  of  religion,  that- he  has  em¬ 
braced.  Is  that  the  cafe  of  Saxony?  >No, 
the  immaterial  forms  of  worlhip,  are  not  the 
barriers,  or  indeed  charadteriftics,  of  proteftant- 
ifm.  In  fhort,  nothing  is  more  certain,  than 
that  the  Saxons  did,  and  may  fight  in  a  popifli 
caufe,  and  upon  popifh  principles  j  and  I  look 
upon  the  barons  of  England,  though  they 
undoubtedly  believed  in  the  pope,  to  have 
been  the  beft  proteftants  that  ever  breathed, 
when  they  obliged  a  tyrant  to  give  them 
their  magna  charta. 

^  aSe  &C‘  The  conffderer  takes  pains 
to  prove,  that  the  money  we  pay  to  his 
Pruflian  majefty,  is,  properly  Ipeaking,  a 
tribute.  It  is  falle ;  jt  is  the  cheapeff 
bargain  Great-Britain  ever  made,  and  the 
moft  honourable,  as  well  as  wife.  The 
piinciples  of  the  Bntiffi  conftitution  havre  ever 
been  for  her  maintaining,  for  her  defending, 
for  her  adopting  the  caufe  of  the  public  h- 
berty,  againft  the  opprelfors  of  mankind  ; 
the  fame  caufe  fubfiffs,  the  fime  conduct 
is  obferved,  and  the  like  conlecjuenccs  muff 

follow, 
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follow,  if  Britons  are  not  traitors  to  them- 
felves. 

I  fhould  be  glad  to  know  of  the  moil  fan- 
guine  patron  or  abettor  the  confiderer  has, 
what  the  confequences  mull:  have  been,  and 
what  race  Europe,  at  this  time,  mull  have  pre- 
fented,  had  not  England  adled  as  fhe  has 
done.  Muft  not  the  proteftant  interefl,  by 
which  I  mean  public  liberty,  have  been 
abol iihed  on  the  continent  ?  Mull  not  every 
port  in  Europe  have  been  fliut  up  againft 
Britilh  fhips,  and  muft  not  every  cabinet  have 
excluded  Britidi  councils,  and  have  declared 
againft  Britifti  interefts  ?  The  reafoning 
brought  by  the  confiderer,  to  prove  that  the 
king  of  Pruflia,  during  the  whole  courfe  of 
this  war,  is  adhng  only  for  himfelf,  is  mere 
declamation,  and  if  poffible,  lefs  than  nothing. 
There  nevci  was  an  alliance  formed  between 
two  powers,  who  know  what  they  are  about 
in  which  one  of  them  oid  not  make  its  own 
interefl  his  firft  confideration,  and  adled  ac¬ 
cordingly.  I  will  even  go  farther,  and  fay, 
that  in  the  prefent  war,  the  more  felfifh,  and 
tne  more  felf-interefted  his  Pruffian  majefty 
is,  he  is  of  the  more  fervice  to  Britain,  be- 

caufe 
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caufe  he  thereby  the  more  weakens  her  de¬ 
clared  enemies. 

But,  fays  the  confiderer,  and  his  advocates, 
(for  I  will  place  their  arguments  in  the 
ftrongeft  point  of  light)  while  Great- Bri¬ 
tain  has  fo  home-felt,  lo  acknowledged  a  fu- 
periority  by  fea,  why  fhouid  the  embark  in  a 
German  war?  But  can  the  confiderer,  with  the 
fmalleft  fhew  of  propriety  and  reafon,  prove 
that  Great-Britain  would  have  had  that  fu- 
periority,  had  France  been  at  liberty  to  have 
employed  againft  Britain  thofe  troops,  that 
to  the  number  of  two  hundred  and  fifty- 
thoufand  men,  have,  fmcethe  commencement 
of  this  war,  found  their  graves  in  Germany  ? 
In  faCt,  where  does  our  boafted  fuperiority 
lie;  by  fea?  No;  there  never  were  the  leaft 
doubt  of  the  fuperiority  of  Great-Britain  by  fea, 
fmce  this  war  commenced ;  the  unexpected 
and  boafted  advantages  we  have  gained  over 
France,  have  been  by  land.  We  have  dif- 
pofleffed  them  of  North- America,  and  a  more 
certain  fadt  was  never  laid  down  upon  paper, 
than  this,  that  had  France  been  at  liberty  to 
fend  the  tenth  part  of  the  troops  to  America, 
that  flie  has  buried  in  Germany,  the  Englifh 

nation 
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nation  would  not,  by  this  time,  have  pofieffed 
a  fingle  foot  of  land  upon  that  continent. 

The  Ilanoveiians,  fays  the  conliderer, 

may  juftly  come  within  our  companion  j  but 

for  that  very  reafon  we  ought  to  feparate  our 
caufe  from  theirs,  becaufe  they  are  far  re¬ 
moved  out  of  our  protection.  Could  the 
electorate  ever  have  been  defigned  to  make  a 
part  of  us,  and  to  be  thus  tender  to  us  as 
the  apple  of  our  eye ;  it  would  have  been 
placed  under  the  guard  of  our  front,  and  not 

out  of  the  reach  even  of  our  hands.”  This 
• 

is  a  way  of  reafoning  that  has  more  than 
once  brought  Great-Britain  to  the  very  verge 
of  ruin.  The  principles  upon  which  it  is 
founded,  is  direCtly  inconfiftent  with,  and  a 
lible  upon,  the  aCt  of  fettlement.  Can  it  be 
fuppofed  that  king  William,  and  the  patriots 
who  formed  that  aCt  did  not  forefee  all  the 
inconveniencies  that  have  ariien,  or  can  arife, 
from  making  an  elector  of  Hanover  king  of 
Great-Britain?  They,  without  all  manner  of 
doubt,  faw  that  the  electorate  of  Hanover 
would  always  be  confidered  by  France  as  a 
depofit  for  the  conduCt  of  Great-Britain.  But 
that  confkleration  rather  confirmed  them  in, 
than  detened  them  from,  their  refolution ; 

they 
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they  kept  their  eye  upon  one  great  object, 
vvhich  was  that  of  maintaining  the  liberties 
of  the  Germanic  body  ;  or  they  thought  that 
their  having  a  German  elector  to  be  king  of 
Great-Britain,  ftrengthened  the  common 
caufe.  They  were  not  deceived  ;  the  event 
proved  they  were  not  ;  and  while  Britons 
continue  faithful  to  themfelves,  their  rea- 
foning  muft  hold  good. 

“  But,  fays  the  confiderer,  the  two  houfes 
of  parliament,  it  is  laid,  have  promifed  that 
they  will  defend  the  deflorate.  If  they  were 
fo  imprudent  as  to  promife  fuch  a  thing,  we 
have  now  found  it  to  be  impoffible  ;  the 
fault  therefore  mull  be  in  the  making  fuch 
a  promife,  and  not  in  the  non-performance  of 
k  j  becaufe  no  promife  binds  to  impoffibilities.” 

Here  our  confiderer  takes  for  granted  that 
which  he  ought  previoufly  to  have  proved, 
and  it  opens  for  him  a  field  of  declamation 
and  invedtive,  which,  if  admitted,  would  be 
very  little  for  his  own  credit,  and  lefs  for 
that  of  the  nation.  He  tells  us,  the  prefent 
German  war  alone,  cofts  more  money  than 
the  whole  fea  and  land  fervice  coft  in  the 
duke  of  Marlborough’s  campaigns.  Though 
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tiiis  fadt  is  extremely  difputable,  nay  fai fe* 
^  we  include  cur  fervices  in  Spain,  and  make 
proper  allowances  for  the  differences  of  the 
value  of  money  in  the  duke  of  Marlborough’s 
tune  and  the  prefent,  yet  I  (hall  for  once 
admit  what  he  lays  to  be  true.  But  how  dif¬ 
ferent  a;e  the  complexions  of  the  two  wars  ? 
In  the  duke  of  Marlborough’s  campaigns,  the 
Englifh  had  nothing  to  hope  for  themfelves, 
but  to  maintain  the  ballance  of  power.  In 
the  prefent  war  they  have  indeed  the  fame 
objedl,  but  another,  and  a  folid,  confederation 
is  to  be  added  to  it ^  that  is,  the  immenfe 
acquifitions  the  nation  has  made  in  treafure, 
trade,  and  territory,  which  I  can  by  no  means 
admit  fhe  would,  or  could  have  made,  had  it 
not  been  for  the  diverfion  which  our  arms 
gave  to  our  enemies  on  the  continent  of 
Europe.  “  The  time  may  come,  fays  the 
confiderer,  when  the  nation,  being  exhaufted 
by  the  German  war,  and  perhaps  intimidated 
by  that  prince  it  is  now  upholding,  may  be 
forced  to  give  up  its  own  conquehs,  to  buy 
him  a  peace.”  I  own  I  neither  underhand  the 
propriety,  nor  the  meaning,  of  this  lentence. 


How  is  this  nation  likely  to  be  intimidated  by 
a  prince,  for  whom  fhe  is  forced  to  buy  a 
■eace  ?  I  can  as.  little  underhand  the  confi¬ 
de  re  r’s 
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derer’s  drift  a  few  lines  after,  that  the  practi- 
cable  way  of  defending  Germany,  is  by  at¬ 
tacking  the  French  iflands,  and  thereby  fe- 
curing  an  ample  indemnification  for  that  part 

of  Germany,  for  which  alone  we  ought  to 
have  any  concern. 

Hoc  Ithacus  rcclit ,  ct  magno  mercentur  Atrida . 

But  it  is,  perhaps,  what  a  Britifh  prince,  par¬ 
liament,  and  people,  were  Hanover  now  in 
the  hands  of  the  French,  might  not  think 
quite  fo  reafonable ;  efpecially  as  the  con- 
fiderer  has  been  at  fo  great  pains  to  prove, 
that  the  electorate  is  of  very  little  confequence 
to  France  ;  a  pofition,  which,  perhaps,  if 
not  carried  to  extravagance,  is  the  mod  de- 
fenlible  of  any  in  his  book. 

V. 

From  the  46th  page  of  this  pamphlet,  the 
confiderer  employs  great  pains  to  prove,  that 
no  aCt  of  parliament  has  engaged  the  public 
faith  to  the  fupport  of  the  prefent  war  ;  and  he 
labours  to  fhew  that  the  words  of  the  addrefs 
of  the  commons  to  his  late  majefly,  puts 
the  parliament  and  Britifh  nation  under  no 
manner  of  obligation,  becaufe  they  promifed 
\vhat  was  impofhble  and  impra&icable ;  and 

H  2  he 


he  brings  the  opinion  of  Grotius  to  prove* 
that  under  fuch  circumdances,  all  ties  are 
void.  I  may  appeal  to  the  confiderer  himfelf, 
whether  in  my  reprefentation  of  his  reafoning, 


I  have  not  done  him  judice ;  and  now  I  fhall 
give  the  words  of  the  addrefs,  quoted  by 


the  confiderer.  ‘c  We  think  oujfelves  bound 

C) 

in  gratitude  to  affid  your  majedy  againd  the  in- 
fults  and  attacks  that  may  be  made  upon  any 
of  your  majedy  *s  dominions,  though  not 
belonging  to  the  crown  of  Great- Britain,  in 
relentment  of  the^part  your  majedy  has  taken 
in  a  caufe,  wherein  the  intereds  of  this  king¬ 
dom  is  fo  immediately,  and  fo  edentially, 
concerned/’ 

Hard  mud  be  the  fate  of  any  date  o.r 
prince  depending  upon  that  Britifh  honour, 
which  has  been  always  held  fo  inviolable, 
were  fuch  a  dodtrine  to  take  place.  He  mud 
know  little  of  foreign  concerns,  who  does 
not  know,  that  for  two  hundred  years  pad, 
the  fpeeches  of  the  kings  of  England  to 
their  parliaments,  and  the  addrefles  of  thofe 
parliaments  in  anfwer,  have  been,  as  it  were, 
the  pole  dars,  that  have  directed  the  condudt 
of  Europe.  Can  anv  man  read  the  words  of 

r  j  , 

the  addrefs  as  quoted  above,  and  doubt  that 
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it  does  not  amount  to  an  abfolute  promife  to 
defend  the  deflorate  ?  And  they  give  a  good 
moral,  as  well  as  political,  reafon  for  it,  c  be- 
caufe  of  his  majefty  s  magnanimous  beha¬ 
viour, a  reafon  that  can  be  applied  to  nothing 
lefs  than  what  I  have  mentioned.  cc  But,  fays 
the  confiderer,  we  have  taken  upon  ourfelves 

the  whole  and  abfolute  defence  of  them  ; 

*  » 

and  here  he  is  at  great  pains  to  find  out  a 
difference  between  aflifting  his  majefty,  and 
doing  the  thing  ourfelves,  and  he  has  laid  out 
the  point,  to  a  degree  of  the  moll  fhamelefs 
chicane.  But  has  that  really  been  the  cafe? 
No,  the  confiderer  himfelf  admits  the  electo¬ 
rate  to  have  contributed  what  it  can  towaids 
its  own  defence ;  if  lo,  if  his  late  majefty 
was  ever  reduced  to  borrow,  upon  his  own 
private  credit,  two  hundred  thoufand  pounds, 
which  he  employed  upon  the  defence  of  that 
electorate;  if  the  Hanoverians  rifqued,  not 
only  their  properties,  but  their  lives,  and  the 
entire  defolation  of  their  country,  upon  re¬ 
fuming  their  arms,  after  the  trench  had 
broken  the  convention  of  Clofter-Seven  ;  if 
his  late  majefty,  as  eleCtor  of  Hanover, 
avowed  that  ftep  ;  and  if  great  part  of  the 
troops,  which  fo  glorioufly  drove  them  out 

of  that  electorate,  were  in  Hanoverian  pay, 

•'  ,  ,  \ 
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as  undoubtedly  they  were }  can  Hanover  be- 
laid  to  have  done  nothing  for  herfelf?  Or 
does  what  we  have  done  for  her,  amount  to 
more  than  the  addrefs  contains  ?  Had  not  the 
parliament  given  his  majefty  the  affurances 
they  did,  I  am  far  from  faying,  that  by  his 
conduit,  he  would  not  have  equally  con¬ 
futed  the  honour  and  interefl:  of  Great- 
Britain.  But  I  will  be  bold  to  fay,  that, 
without  hurting  either,  fuppofing  Great- 
Britain  to  ftand  upon  her  own  bottom,  he 
could  have  avoided  rifquing,  as  he  did,  his 
very  property  in  that  eledtorate,  and  in  every 
other  place  of  Germany.  But  upon  the 
aiTuiance  of  parliament,  he  bravely  fuffered 

Jt  to  embark,  without  referve,  in  the  fame 
common  caufe. 

As  to  our  author’s  ftrengthening  his  rea¬ 
ding  from  Grotius ;  in  the  firft  place,  I  take 
Grotius  to  be  no  authority  that  is  to  diredt 
the  councils  and  condudt  of  Great-Bntain  * 
and  in  the  next  place,  without  wading  my 
readers  time  in  crabbed  quotations,  Grotius 
declares  flatly  againfl:  the  whole  of  his  doc¬ 
trine,  as  applicable  to  the  prefent  circum¬ 
stances  of  Gieat-Britain  and  Hanover.  At 
the  time  the  treaties  of  Ruflia  and  the  land¬ 


grave. 


[  57  1 

grave  of  Hefle  were  debated  in  parliament* 
lays  the  confiderer,  c‘  all  parties  exprefsly  de¬ 
clared,  that  they  would  not  fend  a  man  out  of 
the  kingdom.’'  I  cannot  fay,  that  I  remem¬ 
ber  any  fuch  exprefs  declaration  from  all  par¬ 
ties  ;  but  I  am  candid  enough  to  own,  that 
the  profefled  view  of  thofe  treaties,  (and  how 
that  view  came  to  be  altered  is  no  fecret  to 
the  public)  was  to  prevent  our  fending 
our  troops  out  of  the  kingdom.  Objects 
often  varied,  nay,  fome  were  annihilated  ; 
and  thus  a  meafure,  which  was  not,  at  that 
time,  perhaps,  thought  of,  became  afterwards, 
firft  expedient,  and  then  neceflary.  In  fhort, 
the  confiderer  will  be  puzzled  to  find  any  pe¬ 
riod  of  hiflory,  in  which  councils  are  not 
influenced  by  circumftances,  and  that  ma¬ 
terially  too,  under  the  firmed  adminiftrations. 
I  cannot,  however,  help  obferving,  that  the 
whole  of  our  confiderer’s  boafted  ftrength 
falls  to  the  ground,  by  one  Angle  obferva- 
tion,  which  is,  that  it  was  not  regarding  the 
king  of  PruflVa,  but  againfl:  the  power  of 
France,  that  the  declaration  in  queflion  was 
made.  The  nation,  indeed,  was  fomewhat  ap- 
prehenfive  of  the  connexion  between  France 
and  Ruflia,  but  every  man  of  fenfe  in  Eng¬ 
land  at  that  time  knew,  that  all  danger  from 

the 
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the  king  of  Pruffia  muft  vanifli  bv  the  very 
meafure  purfued  by  Great-Britain.  It  is 
true,  his  Pruffian  majefty  at  firft  was  not  ex¬ 
plicit  as  to  his  defigns ;  but,  in  that,  he  afled 
as  every  wife  prince  in  his  fituation  would  have 
done,  and  the  alliance  between  Pruffia  and 
Great-Britain  foon  reduced  him  to  his  true 
intereft,  which  was,  againft  his  fuffering  any 
foreign  troops,  be  who  they  will,  to  en¬ 
ter  the  empire,  and  the  moment  he  re- 
fufed  to  admit  the  affiftance  of  France,  the 
deflorate  of  Hanover  had  nothing  more 
to  fear.  But  this  matter  has  been  already 
explained. 


The  confiderer  pr@ceeds  to  tell  us,  “  that 
when  we  promifed  to  defend  the  deflorate 
againft  the  king  of  Pruffia  and  the  French, 
the  reft  of  the  empire  was  to  have  been  with 
us.”  This  is  fo  far  from  being  the  cafe,  that 
the  great  oppofition  the  meafure  met  with  in 
the  houle,  arofe  from  the  queen  of  Hungary 
being  unable,  and  the  other  princes  of  the 
empire  being  unwilling,  to  affift  us;  nor  had 
we  the  fmalleft  encouragement  to  hope  that, 
that  would  be  the  cafe.  “  The  promife,  con¬ 
tinues  the  coniidcrer,  was  to  pay  Ruffians 
to  fight  againft  P — — nsj  is  the  paying. 
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- ns  to  fight  againft  Ruffians,  due  to  the 

performance  ?  ”  Again  I  deny,  that  we  did 
promife  to  pay  Ruffians  to  fight  againft 
Pruflians,  but  we  certainly  did  promife  to 
defend  the  eleftorate  by  means  of  Ruffians  j 
and  when  thofe  means  were  taken  from  us, 
we,  in  juftice  and  honour,  were  obliged 

to  have  recouife  to  other  means,  which  we  are 
how  purfuing. 

The  reader  is  to  obferve,  that  I  am  now 
attempting  a  vindication  of  the  conduift  of  his 
late  majefiy  and  the  Britifh  miniftryj  nor  is 
he  to  expedf,  that  I  am  to  ftep  out  of  the 
way  to  vindicate  the  Hanoverian  chancery  in 
what  they  did.  Perhaps,  if  the  truth  was 
known,  they  looked  upon  themfelves,  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  ftate  of  parties  then  in  England, 
to  be  doomed  as  viaims  to  a  popular  outcry. 
For  my  own  part,  I  never  could  approve  of 
the  rancour  and  virulence  with  which  that 
poor  ekaorate  was  then  treated.  The  con¬ 
vention  of  Clofter-Seven  took  its  rife  from  an 
apprehenfion,  the  Hanoverian  chancery  had, 
that  it  was  not  in  the  power  of  their  fovereign, 
to  protea  them  from  the  miferies  that  threat¬ 
ened  them.  This,  were  it  proper  and  decent, 
would  be  po  very  difficult  matter  to  prove. 

I  will  even  go  fo  far  as  to  fay,  that,  it  is  more 

^  than 
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than  probable,  in  fuch  a  lituation  of  things^ 
the  regency,  or  as  the  confiderer  calls  them,  the 
chancery  of  Hanover,  confidered  the  interdl 
of  the  eleftor,  and  themfelves,  in  a  very  diffe¬ 
rent  lisht  from  thofe  of  Great-Britain  and  its 
fovereign. 

The  confiderer,  about  the  55th,  56th* 
and  the  fufequent  pages  of  his  pam¬ 
phlet,  comes  to  what  he  calls  his  moft  im¬ 
portant  point,  which  is  neither  more  nor 
lefs  than  to  prove,  that  we  ought  to  carl  y  on 
the  war  with  France  by  fea;  “  by  which 
means,  fays  he,  we  will  realife  to  this  na¬ 
tion  a  revenue  of  five  millions  a  year  fot  ever, 
at  our  enemies  expence,  and  totally  difable 
France  hereafter  from  railing  amarine  power, 
which  can  never  be  in  any  degree  formidable 
to  Britain/'  The  public  of  Great-Biitain 
would  be  extremely  obliged  to  the  confi¬ 
derer,  if  he  would  point  out  to  them  the 
fituation  of  the  French  iflands,  where  thofe 
five  millions,  even  fuppofing  them  French 
livres,  grow.  If  he  means  Martinico,  it 
never  was  worth  five  millions  ot  P  rench 
livres  to  the  crown  of  France,  and  its  im¬ 
portance  arofe  chiefly  from  its  vicinity  to 
the  ifi  md  of  Guadaioupe.  But  are  we  not, 
at  this  time,  diftrefiing  the  French  upon  that 

ifland  ? 
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ifland  ?  Have  we  not  the  ftrongeft  reafon  to 
fay,  that  our  government  is  doing  the  very 
thing,  fo  injudicioufly  and  unfeafonably  point¬ 
ed  out  by  the  conliderer,  with  no  view, 
but  to  impofe  upon  the  ignorant,  and  in¬ 
flame  the  unwary  ?  If  he  means,  that  we 
are  to  attack  the  French  part  of  Flifpaniola, 
and  to  make  a  conqueft  of  it  for  ourfelves, 
tho’  in  trull:  for  our  allies,  it  would  not  be 
long  before  a  more  pernicious  war,  even 
than  what  he  has  reprefented  the  Germanic 
war  to  be,  might  be  carried  on  againft  Great- 
Britain,  fince  the  French  poffcflions  upon 
that  ifland  are  known  to  be  under  the  pro- 
tedfion  of  Spain,  and  to  be  held  only  in  fuf- 
ferance  from  her.  If  he  means  the  paultry 
diftant  pofleffions  the  French  hold  at  the 
mouth  of  the  Mifliflppi  and  in  Louiliana, 
they  are  no  objedls  of  a  national  armament ; 
and  they  could  fcarcely  indemnify  the  expence 
of  a  fmall  fquadron  of  privateers,  were  they 
to  undertake  the  conqueft.  In  fhort,  I  will 
venture  to  fay,  that  all  thofe  pofl'eflions  put 
together,  never  were  worth  to  the  crown  of 
France, and  never  can  be  worth  to  us,  the  twen¬ 
tieth  part  of  the  fum,  at  which  the  conliderer 
has  rated  them.  But,  after  all  that  has  been 
faid,  what  authority  hath  the  conliderer  to 

I  2  fuppofe, 
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iuppofc,  that  any  of  thole  attempts  have  been 
negleded  by  our  being  engaged  in  a  German 
war  ?  As  to  the  irretrievable  deftrudion 
of  the  French  marine,  has  not  that  been 
actually  effeded  ?  And  it  is  time  enough  for 
the  confiderer  to  rail  again  it  our  government, 
when  he  fees  them  make  a  peace  that  fhall 
leave  France  at  liberty  to  re-eftablifh  it. 
In  fhort,  if  the  French  illands  can  bring, 
either  to  them  or  to  Great-Britain,  five  mil¬ 
lions  flerling  a  year,  they  are  of  more  worth, 
than  half  the  revenue  of  France  itfelf. 

“  In  the  full  place,  fays  the  confiderer, 
this  is  a  war,  in  which  Britain  Hands  fingle 
and  alone,  to  contend  at  land  with  France. 
And  how  much  foever  wc  may  flatter  our- 
felves  with  the  notion  of  our  own  ftrenerth 

O  * 

and  the  French  weaknefs,  France  is  at  this 
time,  and  it  has  been  for  a  century  paft,  fu- 
perior  to  us  at  land.  ’’  This  is  the  lum  of 
what  the  confiderer  has  faid  on  this  head, 
which  takes  up  fevcral  pages  of  his  pamphlet. 

I  fhall,  for  once,  not  difpute  this  fad,  if  he 
means  only,  that  France  can  bring  much 
greater  armies  into  the  field  than  Great- 
Britain  can;  but  I  mud  and  will  affirm, 
that  thofe  armies  are  nothing  comparable  in 

a  day 
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a  day  of  adfion  to  Britifh  troops,  nor  have 
they  ever  been  found  to  be  fo ;  and  in  affirm¬ 
ing  this,  I  have  on  my  fide  the  credit  of  all  hi- 
ftory,  when  the  troops  of  the  two  nations 
ever  fought  with  one  another,  in  the  fmalled 
terms  of  equality.  I  fhall  allow  the  advan-* 
tage  in  point  of  military  difcipline,  taffies, 
and  military  operations,  to  have  been,  at  cer¬ 
tain  times,  on  the  fide  of  the  French  ;  but  I 
totally  deny,  that  they  are  in  poffeffion  of 
thofe  advantages  at  prcfent,  or  have  been  for 
fome  years.  A  candid  writer  muff  allow, 
that  the  drength  of  a  date  in  war  does  not 
confift  in  the  number  of  her  own  natives  fhe 
can  bring  into  the  field.  The  Carthaginians 
could  bring  but  few  ;  yet  by  the  help  of  com¬ 
merce  they  were  enabled,  at  a  much  greater 
diftance  than  Germany  is  from  England,  to 
bring  Rome  to  the  brink  of  ruin.  I  mud 
add,  that  tho’  one  date  may  exceed  another 
in  the  number  of  national  troops  by  land, 
yet  the  latter  may  have  vad  advantages  in  war, 
if,  to  a  reafonable  number  of  brave  national 
troops,  fhe  fliall  likewife  add  a  marine  too 
drong  for  all  the  naval  forces  in  the  world, 
when  colledted  into  one  fleet,  to  look  it  in 
the  face,  which  at  prefent  is  the  cafe  of 
Great-Britain.  The  confiderer  may  flourifli 

away 
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away  upon  former  events  that  happened  in 
favour  of  France.  ffce  prefent  time  ought  to 
be  the  only  fubject  of  his  confideration  ;  and 
he  can  produce  no  period  that  can  be  brought 
in  the  leaft  parallel  with  it,  whether  we  con- 
fider  our  own  internal  ftrength,  the  glory  ac¬ 
quired  by  our  troops,  the  force  of  our  ma¬ 
rine,  the  importance  of  our  conquefts,  and, 
what  is  of  more  weight  than  all,  the  unani¬ 
mity  of  the  nation  ;  a  contideration,  which 
deftroys  all  parallels  that  can  be  formed, 
with  regard  to  the  circumftances  of  this  na¬ 
tion,  fince  the  days  of  queen  Elizabeth  to 
the  prefent.  As  to  the  lofs,  which  the 
French  power  fuflained  by  the  battles  of 
Blenheim  and  Ramillies,  exaggerated  as  they 
are  by  the  confiderer,  they  are  in  no  degree 
comparable,  fetting  afide  the  havock  of  the 
fword,  to  the  number  they  have  loft  in  Ger¬ 
many  by  difeafes,  fatigue,  famine,  and  every 

kind  of  indigence. 

In  page  60  and  61  of  the  Confiderations, 
our  author  employs  fome  very  flimfy  rea- 
foning,  to  prove,  that  we  made  a  very  bad 
bargain  with  Pruflia.  “  In  fatt,  though  we  are 
an  ally  to  him,  he  is  none  to  us.  Our  treaty 

with  him,  fays  the  confiderer,  will  not  oblige 

him 
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him  to  furnifh  us  either  with  money  or  troops, 
fliould  we  want  them  ever  fo  much.”  No¬ 
body  was  ever  wrong-headed  enough  to  ima¬ 
gine  the  treaty  was  made  for  any  fuch  pur- 
pofe  j  it  was  made  to  prevent  the  abfolute 
deftru&ion  of  the  proteftant  inteieft,  upon 
the  continent,  and  it  has  hitherto  anfwered 
that  purpofe,  notwith  handing  the  formidable 
and  unexpected  traverfes  it  has  met  with. 


c£  What  then  (fays  the  confiderer  in  the 
next  page)  have  we  gained  by  this  ally  ?  Two 
things :  the  one  is,  the  being  obliged  to  pay 
him  money  to  enable  him  to  fight  his  own 
battles  again  ft  enemies  which  Britain  nas  no 
quarrel  with  ;  the  other  is,  tne  driving  thu 
reft  of  the  German  princes  into  a  cloler  union 
with  France,  and  making  ourfelves  obnoxious 
to  Europe  for  fupporting  this  ally.  Can  it 
be  fuppofed,  that  Britain  is  the  ftronger  for 
either  of  thefe?”  In  anfwer  to  thofe  round 
queftions,  I  fay,  that  Britain  always  has  had, 
and  that  fire  always  ought  to  have,  a  quarrel 
with  thofe  powers,  who  attempt  to  deftroy 
the  liberties  of  Europe.  Suppofing  the  con¬ 
federacy  between  the  courts  of  Vienna, 
France,  Saxony,  and  Ruflla,  who  is  neither 
papift  nor  proteftant,  and  is  to  be  confidered 
rather  as  an  Afiatic,  than  an  European  power. 
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fiad  been  carried  into  execution,  what  muft 
have  been  the  confequence  ?  By  what  I  have 
iuggefted,  how  can  the  prevention  of  it  drive 
the  German  princes  into  a  clofer  union  with 
France,  while  the  latter  is  fo  intimately  con¬ 
nected  with  the  houfe  of  Auftria,  which  has 
always  been  their  oppreffors,  when  they  fled 
to  France  for  refuge  ?  The  extinction  of  the 
proteftant  intereft  in  Germany,  it  is  to  be 
feared,  would  have  extinguifhed  the  Ger¬ 
manic  conflitution  itfelf,  while  that  ambition 
and  bigottry,  which  has  always  diftinguiflied 
the  houie  of  Auftria, was  fupported  and  abetted 
by  the  guaranties  of  the  treaty  of  Weftphalia. 
What  fupported  the  liberties  of  Germany, 
and  confequently  of  Europe,  before  the  pre- 
fent  war  broke  out,  but  the  enmity  between 
the  houfes  of  Bourbon  and  Auftria  ?  That  en¬ 
mity  being  dilfolved,  the  former  ballance  of 
power  vanifhed  •  and  the  honour,  dignity,  and 
intereft  of  Great-Britain  called  upon  her  to 
form  another.  She  has  done  it,  and  fhe 
could  have  done  it  by  no  other  means,  than 
fhe  has  purfued. 

The  greateft  art,  which  the  confiderer  has 
employed  through  the  whole  of  his  pam¬ 
phlet,  and  which  he  carries  on  to  an  amazing 

degree 
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degree  from  the  62(1  to  the  68th  page,  is  to 
reprefent  the  king  of  Pruffia  as  a  felf-intereft- 
ed  prince.  Were  I  to  fpeak  my  own  pri¬ 
vate  thoughts,  I  mufi:  fay,  the  greater  his 
felf-intered  is,  he  will  be  the  more  ufeful  and 
the  more  faithful  ally  to  Great-Britain ;  from 
whole  fi  iendfhip,  after  what  has  happened, 
he  never  can  find  it  his  intered  to  depart.  I 
fhall  fpea;v  nothing  of  gratitude  or  honour ; 
but  while  the  prelent  war  lads,  can  it  be  his 
inteied  to  abandon  his  alliance  with  Great- 
Britain  ?  I  believe,  even,  the  confide: er  will 


nut  be  haidy  enough  to  affirm  it.  Suppofing 
a  peace  was  to  take  place,  would  he,  after 
wha?  has  happened,  throw  himfelf  into  the 
arms  of  France?  No;  he  mud  be  fenfible, 
that  while  thcie  is  a  poffibility  of  a  mifunder- 
danding  arifing  between  Great-Britain  and 
Fiance,  his  danger  recurs,  and  then  he  would 
be  in  a  wone  condition  than  ever,  through 
the  renewed  connexions  between  Audria 
and  Bourbon.  This  mud  hereafter  always 
be  the  cafe.  No  peace  can  make  Audria 
lofe  fight  of  her  claims  upon  Silefia;  or 
Fiance  Oi  hers,  for  the  damage  we  have  done 
her.  in  this  war,  and  the  territories  we  have 
t.;ken  from  her.  Thefe  are  confiderations 
which,  however  plain  and  ffiort,  1  think  ab- 
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folutely  defti'oyS  all  the  declamation  employed 
by  our  author  againft  our  connexion  with 
Pruffia.  The  perfonal  inveftives  the  confiderer 
lias  thrown  out  againft  him,  are  as  void  of  truth, 
as  they  are  of  decency,  and  deferve  no  anfwer. 

The  confiderer  next  returns  to  his  old  to¬ 
pic  of  the  inequality  bet  ween  France  and  Eng¬ 
land  in  a  land-war  between  them,  on  the 
continent ;  and  he  reprefents  all  the  powers  in 
Europe  as  being  averfe  to  the  caufe  we  are 
fighting  in.  The  meaneft  coffee-houfe  poli¬ 
tician  knows  the  reafon.  Ruffia  has  claims, 
Sweden  has  claims,  upon  Ruffia,  which  have 
been  long  quieted  by  treaties,  and  are  there¬ 
fore  unjuft.  The  fituation  of  the  king  of 
Denmark,  between  Ruffia  and  Sweden,  with 
regard  to  Holftein,  has  been  very  tickliffi, 
and  becoming  more  fo  every  day,  does  not 
admit  him  to  part  with  a  Angle  fubject  from 
the  defence  of  his  own  dominions.  The 
death  of  the  prince  and  princefs  of  Orange 
have  given  the  Dutch  government  back  to  the 

Loveftein  fadtion,  who  think,,  that  it  is  their 

% 

intereft  to  join  with  France,  and  fecretly  to 
abett  her  againft  the  rivals  of  her  commerce. 
Ambition,  and  the  hope  of  fharing  in  the 
f.  toils  and  dignities  of  two  electorates,  have 

driven 

i 


f  69  ] 

driven  feme  of  the  German  princes,  even 
proteftants,  from  their  true  interefts,  and 
others  are  over-awed  by  the  thunders  of  the 
aulic  council,  fupported  by  the  power  of 
France.  As  to  the  proteftants  of  Saxony, 
who  have  taken  fervice  with  our  enemies, 
perhaps  their  numbers  will  not  be  found  to  be 
very  great,  when  we  confider,  that  the  inha¬ 
bitants,  at  leaft  of  one  half,  of  Saxony,  are 
papifts.  But,  be  that  as  it  will,  no  prince, 
when  his  conduct  is  fundamentally  right, 
is  obliged  to  anfwer  for  confequences.  As 
to  Switzerland,  I  apprehend,  we  and  our  al¬ 
lies  have  the  fame  right  to  recruit  there,  as 
France  has,  and  a  much  better  title,  becaufe 
we  have  more  money  to  pay  them.  As  to 
Italy,  Germany,  and  Flanders,  France  can 
recruit  in  no  part  of  them,  but  in  the  terri¬ 
tories  of  the  emprefs-queen,  which  we  may 
reafonably  prefume,  are  already  fufficientiy 
exhausted. 

Page  69  and  70  of  the  Confiderations  is 
employed  in  fhewing,  that  the  French  have 
more  funds  to  carry  on  war  than  Great-Bri- 
tain  has.  But  as  the  confiderer  has  his  in¬ 
formation  only  from  one  gentleman,  whom 
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he  does  not  name,  and  as  the  diftrefled  flats 
of  France  and  her  finances,  even  to  a  pro- 
felled  bankruptcy,  is  well  known,  and  indis¬ 
putable,  the  argument  certainly  lies  againft 
him.  But  even  fuppofing  the  French  trea- 
l'urv  to  be  poifefied  of  the  fums  the  con- 
fiderer  mentions,  let  us,  with  the  Spanifh 
ambafiador  in  the  treafury  of  Venice,  take 
the  candle,  and  examine  where  is  the  root 
from  which  thofe  treafures  grow.  Kas  not 
Great- Britain  laid  the  ax  to  it  ?  Is  it  not  abfo- 
lutely  cut  off  by  the  lofs  of  her  marine,  trade, 
and  pofiefixons  in  all  parts  of  the  world  ?  The 
reverie  of  all  this  is  the  cafe  ofGreat-Britain. 
book  at  the  Fate  of  French  prifoners  in 
England,  read  the  remonftrances  of  French 
parliaments, '  confult  the  bell  accounts  of  the 
Hate  of  their  provinces,  peopled  by  inhabi¬ 
tants,  fo  difpirited  through  want,  that  they 
think  it  a  happinefs  to  be  carried  to  the  lefs 
lingering  butchery  of  the  held.  But  the 
whole  of  this  point  is  fo  much  againft  our 
corifiderer,  in  the  mind  of  every  man  in  Enp*- 
land,  excepting  a  few  auflentatious,  defperate, 
advocates  for  the  caufe  el'poufed  by  the 
confiderer,  that  I  am  fafe  in  refling  it  here. 


“  Every 
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“  Evefy  one  who  has  thought  on  the  fub- 
jeft  of  war,  muft  have  confidered  the  three 
different  kinds  of  it :  a  war  of  offence,  a  war 
of  equality,  and  a  war  of  defence.  And 
every  one  knows,  that  of  thefe  the  laft  is 
moft  difadvantageous,  and  the  moft  difficult.’* 
Thefe  are  founds,  drawn  from  fbeculation, 
paper-ftaining  warriors,  and  caftle-building 
politicians  ;  but  they  are  difclaimed  by  prac¬ 
tice  and  experience.  Every  war  in  its  own 
nature  becomes  oftenfive,  whatever  the  pre¬ 
tences  may  have  been,  upon  which  it  was 
originally  founded.  If  an  army  of  defence, 
can  offend  the  enemy,  the  means  of  offence 
becomes  the  moft  effectual  principle  of  de¬ 
fence.  Strength  or  weaknefs,  courage  or  con¬ 
duct,  are  all  the  confiderations  generals  have, 
whether  they  fight  in  a  war  of  offence,  a  war 
of  equality,  or  a  war  of  defence,  and  the 
meaning  of  thefe  words  vanifh,  according 
to  events.  The  confiderer  fays,  that  neither 
me  duke  of  Cumberland,  nor  prince  Fer¬ 
dinand,  could  force  the  French  to  a  pitched 
battle.  I  underftand  the  battle  of  Minden  to 
have  been  a  pitched  battle,  and  that  we  did 
force  the  French  to  fight  it  in  the  manner  it  was 
fought  ;  whether  the  French  were  forced  to 

fight 
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fight  at  Haftenbeck,  I  know  not.  But  I  am 
convinced,  that,  fuperior  as  they  were  to  his 
royal  highnefs,  in  numbers  and  artillery  ;  had 
one  half  of  the  troops  under  him  been  Britifh, 
he  muff  have  been  decifively  victorious.  As 
to  the  argument  the  confiderer  fo  long  dwells 
upon,  and  fo  affeCtedly  repeats,  that  France 
can  draw  out  greater  armies  than  we  can,  let 
the  battle  of  Minden  anfwer,  whether  they 
can  produce  fo  good  troops.  In  fhort,  the 
number  that  France  can  bring  to  the  field, 

unlefs  they  can  be  proved  to  be  better  troops 
than  thofe  of  Great-Britain,  is  an  argument 
againft  our  going  to  war,  that  is  below  all 
contempt.  Is  there  in  this  refpeCt  a  greater 
difparity  between  France  and  Great-Britain, 
than  there  was  between  the  Greeks  and  the 
Perfians,  than  there  was  between  the  Romans 
and  Barbarians,  thofe  anceflors  of  the  prefen t 

French  and  Auftrians  ? 

•  >  *  ..  » 

“  Suppofe  us,  fays  the  confiderer,  to  gain 
a  compleat  victory,  is  there  any  fruit  of  it  to 
be  reaped  in  Germany.”  This  is  his  main 
queftion ;  all  that  follows  on  it  is  but  flourifii. 
My  anfwer  is,  we  gain  ail  that  we  propofed, 
the  freeing  a  protefiant  electorate,  expofed  to 
all  the  horrors  of  war  upon  our  account ;  we 

weaken 
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weaken  the  power  of  the  oppreffors  of  Europe,’ 
we  blunt  the  l'words,  that  are  drawn  againft 
the  liberties  of  mankind,  and  we  are,  at  leaf!, 
one  ftep  nearer  towards  procuring  a  peace, 
which  may  reflore  Great-Britain  and  Europe 
to  freedom  and  tranquillity.  The  ideal  rea- 
fonings  that  follow  the  imaginary  triumph  of 
the  author,  upon  the  above  queftion,  deferves 
no  anfwer,  becaufe  the  fadts,  fuppofed  in  it, 
never  can  have  any  exigence,  and  can  have 
no  relation  to  the  prefent  queftion.  It  cannot 
be  imagined,  that  the  prefent  government, 
could  be  mad  enough  to  purfue  fuch  a  fcheme 
as  the  confiderer  has  laid  down  for  the  future 
plan  of  their  operations.  Britilli  troops  are 
not  to  follow  an  enemy  into  quarters,  where 
Britifh  money  is  already  more  efficacioufly 
employed  ;  the  obfervations  I  have  already 
made,  of  the  exhaufted  fate  of  France, 
deftroy  all  probability  of  the  French  leading 

us  into  thofe  wild-goofe  chaces  the  author  has 
fuppofed. 

The  confiderer  has  thrown  out  farcafms 
againft  our  employing  a  foreign  general  or  ge¬ 
nerals,  in  the  German  war.  But,  as  ufual,  he 
has  fubftituted  words  for  realities.  The  pre¬ 
fent  war,  candidly  confidered,  is  no  farther 


on 
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on  our  part,  a  German  war,  than  as  we  fight 
for  our  allies  in  Germany,  againft  our  ene¬ 
mies  there.  We  attack  no  German  prince, 
we  fupport  no  German  meafures,  farther  than 
as  the  fupport  of  German  freedom  and  inde¬ 
pendency  is  connected  with  the  interefi  of 
Great- Britain,  which  it  always  has  been. 


Page  90,  the  confiderer  falls  with  great 
realon,  as  I  think,  upon  the  abufe  of  public 
news  writing  in  England ;  I  fubfcribe  to  all 
he  fays  on  that  head.  But,  at  the  fame  time, 
I  mufl  make  a  difiindtion  between  what 
comes  from  the  pens  of  thofe  hirelings  of 
the  prefs,  and  the  authority  of  the  govern¬ 
ment,  and  even  the  parliament,  itfeif.  If 
fome  pragmatical  politicians,  or  bufy  fund- 
brokers,  railed  againft  the  king  of  Pruffia* 
there  was  not  a  man  of  fenfe  in  England, 
who  did  not  bewail  the  untowardly  fyftem 
that  kept  him  and  us  divided.  The  confiderer 
knows  well,  that  there  was  not,  in  both  houfes 
of  parliament,  a  topic  more  frequently  men¬ 
tioned,  than  the  expediency  of  clofing,  almofi 
at  any  rate,  with  his  Pruffian  majefiy,  and 
thereby  forming  a  firm  barrier,  and  a  natural 
defence,  for  the  protefiant  interefi.  Did  the 
confiderer,  or  any  of  his  friends,  in  thofe 

times. 
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times,  ftand  up  and  difpute  thofe  proportions, 
as  they  were  affented  to,  even  by  the  minifters, 
againft  whom  they  were  obliquely  aimed. 
Mr.  Pelham  himfeif  was  again  and  again 
heard  to  declare,  that  when  the  circumflances 
of  affairs  could  admit,  not  a  moment  fhotild 
be  loft,  in  compleating  fo  defirable  a  con¬ 
nexion  •  and  all  the  other  minifters  feemed 
to  be  of  the  fame  mind.  When  the  con¬ 
nexion  was  formed,  the  government  of  Eng¬ 
land,  perhaps,  at  no  time,  entered  into  a  mea¬ 
sure,  that  met  with  fo  univerfal  an  approba¬ 
tion.  It  may  be  improper  for  me  to  mention, 
that  the  great  perfonage,  who  is  now  no 
more,  always  fpoke  with  regret  of  the  cir- 
cumftances  that  kept  him  at  a  diftance  from 
his  nephew,  and  has  been  known,  with  an 
unufual  fharpnefs,  to  check  the  officious 
courtiers  about  his  perfon,  when  they  fpoke 
difrefpedlfully  of  him. 

Even  when  his  Pruffian  majefty  (who, 
being  an  inland  power,  was  not  extremely 
well  acquainted  with  maritime  affairs)  fent 
over  the  famous  memorial,  complaining  of 
the  confifcation  or  his  fh ips  •  the  anfwer 
returned,  by  order  of  the  court  of  London, 
was  penned  with  all  the  politenefs  due  to 

L  a  fo- 
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**  • 

a  lovereign  prince,  in  alliance  with  us.  Has 
the  coniiderer  forgot  what  happened  after 
this,  upon  the  fame  fubjedt  ?  The  anfwer 
that  went  from  London,  was  fuch  as  con¬ 
vinced  his  Pruftlan  majefty  of  the  reditude 
of  our  court  of  admiralty’s  proceedings,  and 
his  Br  itannic  majefty ’s  intentions.  What  was 
the  confequence  ?  He  dropped  his  remon- 
ftrance,  and  he  kept  his  faith,  in  paying  the 
intereft  on  the  Silefian  loan.  Upon  the 
whole,  therefore,  he  mu  ft  have  been  born 
but  yefterday,  who  can  be  impofed  upon  by 
the  fo  many  repeated  aftertions  in  the  Con- 
ftderations,  of  the  deteftation  his  Pruffian 
majefty  was  formerly  held  in,  by  the  Britifh 
nation.  Impertinents  in  politicks  we  have 
many,  whole  knowledge  arife  out  of  the 
fumes  of  ccifee  and  tobacco  ;  but  the  talk  of 
fuch  never  can  be  conftrued  into  the  fenfe  of 
the  people  of  Britain.  I  fhall  not  differ  much 
from  our  confiderer,  with  regard  to  a  certain 
ribband  and  title  bellowed ;  but  I  cannot 
think  it  was  bellowed,  on  account  of  vulgar 
prepolfellions,  and  on  the  report  of  idle,  ig¬ 
norant,  news-mongers  •  they  were  bellowed 
at  a  time  when  it  was  thought  proper  and 
prudent  to  give  exemplary  rewards,  even  to 
the  Jhc%v  of  refolution  and  refiftance. 


The 
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The  railing  of  our  confiderer  at  the  Ruffian 
treaty,  is  frivolous  and  thread- bare,  and  yet 
he  is  ingenuous  enough  to  own  (page  94,) 
that  it  was  made  folely  to  keep  all  foreign 
troops  out  of  the  empire.  Undoubtedly,  as 
we  have  obferved  before,  it  was.  But  it  is 
as  certain,  that,  before  the  treaty  was  made, 
the  court  of  France,  unknown  either  to  his 
Britannic,  or  Pruffian  majefty,  was  far  advanced 
in  the  treaty  of  Vienna ;  nay,  it  was  then  as 
good  as  concluded,  and  we  very  foon  found, 
from  the  chevalier  Duglafs’s  negociations,  on  the 
part  of  France,  at  the  court  of  Peterfbourg,  too 
much  reafon  to  apprehend,  that  if  the  Ruffian 
troops  had  got  footing  in  the  empire,  even 
upon  our  requifition,  they  would  have  infifted 
upon  their  own  terms,  before  they  had  eva¬ 
cuated  it.  That  the  Ruffians  were  hiied  to 
defend  the  electorate  of  Hanover,  againft  all 
invaders,  is  admitted.  That  they  were  hired 
to  ravage  the  Pruffian  dominions,  or  that  the 
king  of  Pruffia  intended  to  invade  Hanover 
at  that  time,  is  denied. 

Having  faid  thus  much,  I  mud;  be  candid 
enough  to  own,  before  the  treaty  of  London 
was  made,  his  latemajefly  (though  he  wifely 

L  2  kept 
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kept  it  to  himfelf )  had  great  reafons  to  fufc- 
pedt  the  intentions  of  the  court  of  Vienna, 
and  her  motives,  or  rather  encouragement, 
for  making  certain  demands  upon  him,  which 
in  honour,  and  confcience,  he  could  not  com¬ 
ply  with.  What  muft  become  of  our  author’s 
reafoning,  if  it  fhould  appear  that  fome  of 
thofe  demands  regarded  even  the  king  of 
Pruffia  ?  Did  not  the  natural  feafon,  the 
optanda  dies ,  then  prefent  itfelf,  and  what 
treatment  muft  his  majefty’s  minifters  have 
met  with  from  the  public,  had  they  not 
joined  the  national  voice,  and  concluded  the 
treaty  of  London.  <c  We  had  been  ufed  to 
think,  fays  the  conliderer,  (page  95,)  the 
king  of  Pruffia,  (I  dont  fay  rightly)  had 
fhown  in  his  actions,  a  negledt  of  all  moral 
obligation,  and  in  his  writings,  a  contempt  of 
every  religious  principle/'  Who  are  we  ? 
Does  the  conliderer  clafs  himfelf  with  the 
officious  (hatter-brains  of  cofFee-houfes  ?  The 
people  of  England  never  thought  lo  of  the 
conqueror  of  Silefia  ;  they  never  fpoke  thus 
of  the  author  of  the  Anti-Machiavel.  Every 


n  of  fenfe  and  candour  fpoke  and  thought 


They  law  the  king  of  Pruffia 
under  the  difagreeable  neceffity  of  maintain¬ 
ing  his  alliance  with  France,  through  the  in- 

juftice 
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juftice  and  obftinacy  of  the  court  of  Vienna, 
who  forced  him  to  maintain  that  alliance, 
though  he  offered,  again  and  again,  to  re¬ 
nounce  it,  and  to  join  in  keeping  the  French 
out  of  the  empire,  provided  die  would  do 
him  juftice  in  his  claims  upon  Silelia.  Thofe 
claims  were,  to  the  people  of  England,  pro¬ 
blematical  at  lead,  and  they  neither  could,  nor 
did,  give  them  difguft,  farlefs,  detection. 


In  all  political  writings,  when  fadts  are  an- 
fwered,  (and  1  think  I  have  anfwered  every 
fadt  advanced  by  the  conffderer)  the  reft 
mult  go  for  declamation.  That  is  what  I 


cannot  anfwer.  The  charges  againft  his 
Pruffian  majefty,  and  our  own  miniftry,  are 
repeated  over  and  over  again,  and  fpun 
through  a  hundred  and  thirty-feven  pages, 
with  an  acrimony  void  of  fpirit ;  arguments' 
that  are  deftitute  of  reafon  ;  charges,  unfupl 
ported  by  truth  ;  allegations,  not  founded  on 
facts ;  and  tautologies,  which  prove  the  writer 
to  be  no  admirer  of  Tacitus.  His  declama¬ 
tions  and  definitions  upon  continental  con¬ 
nexions,  and  upon  the  difficulty  of  under- 
ffandmg  them  as  they  ought  to  be  underftood, 
are  metaphyfical,  vague,  and  idle.  Every 
cobler,  I  was  going  to  fay,  knows  what  a 


con- 
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continental  connexion  is,  as  well  as  any 
member  of  either  houfe  of  parliament ;  and 
though  our  author  reprefents  his  fplittings  of 
the  queftion  to  be  new  and  uncommon,  yet 
there  has  not  been  perhaps  a  more  hackney’d 
topic  in  politicks,  fince  the  Revolution  ;  nor 
has  he  fallen  upon  a  fingle  divifion  or  fubdi- 
vifion,  that  has  not  been  brufhed  thread-bare 
by  Tories  and  Jacobites  in  their  writings 
againft  the  aCt  of  Settlement,  and  for  the 
treaty  of'  Utrecht.  Let  the  author  prove 
(and  then  he  will  fay  fomething)  that  our 
connexions  with  Pruffia,  or,  if  he  pleafes, 
with  the  continent,  at  this  time,  are  not  as 
well  founded,  and  as  juftifiabie,  and  perhaps 
more  neceflary,  than  thofe  formed  by  king 
William,  by  that  alliance  which  the  confiderer 
has  employed  fuch  a  needlefs  pomp  of  lan¬ 
guage  to  amplify-  Our  confiderer,  again  and 
a^ain,  mentions  our  being  without  thole 
allies,  which  king  William  and  queen  Anne 
had :  I  have  given  the  plain  and  true  reafon 
why  w.e  are  without  them,  and  probably  mult 
be  without  them,  till  the  proteftant  confede¬ 
racy  has  broken  the  chains  of  Europe.  I  am 
far  from  detracting  from  the  merits  or  abilities 
of  our  great  deliverer.  But  what  has  his 
conduCl  or  character  to  do  with  the  prefent 

queftion, 
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queflion,  unlefs  he  can  fhew,  that  Great- 
Britain  and  Europe  were  in  lefs  danger,  at 
the  time  the  treaty  of  London  was  ligned, 
than  it  was  at  the  time  the  grand  alliance  was 
formed  by  king  William  ?  I  am  even  afraid 
our  confiderer  has  over-ftrained  his  complai- 
fance  to  the  memory  of  that  monarch.  He 
has  given  us  a  mod;  pompous  account  of  the 
congrefs,  in  which  the  grand  alliance  was 
formed  ;  and  fuch  a  meeting,  compofed  of 
fo  many  illufhious  parties,  all  of  them  ene¬ 
mies  to  France,  never  perhaps  was  known  in 
Europe.  I  am  unwilling  to  fay  it,  but  it  is 
a  well  known  truth,  that  the  fplendor  and 
frequency  of  that  meeting,  was  the  greateft 
misfortune  of  king  William’s  reign.  It  fug- 
gefted  to  his  enemies,  a  natural  and  a  puzzling 
queftion.  If  fo  many  mighty  potentates,  are 
to  go  to  war  againd:  France,  why  is  Eng¬ 
land  to  pay  a  greater  proportion,  in  the  ex- 
pences  of  that  war,  than  all  thofe  mighty  po¬ 
tentates  put  together  ?  nay,  in  fadf,  the  whole 
of  the  expence  ;  for  man’s  flefli  (unlefs  when 
it  is  hired,  or  let  out)  has  always  been  very 

cheap  on  the  continent,  efpecially  in  Ger¬ 
many. 


While 
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While  I  am  upon  this  head,  which  I  have 
touched  with  the  utmoft  reludtance,  I  am 
forry  that  our  coniiderer’s  calculation  of  our 
expence  during  king  William  and  queen  Anne’s 
wars,  obliges  me  to  repeat  an  obfervation  I 
have  made  before  ;  that  it  is  a  grofs  impofi- 
tion  upon  the  fenfe  of  the  public,  to  array  the 
fums  of  thofe  times  againfl:  the  prefent ;  be- 
caufe  the  intrinfic  value  of  money  in  Great- 
Britain  is  now  diminifhed.  The  intereib 
which  money  bears  in  a  ftate,  a  commercial 
one  I  mean,  may  be  called  the  pulfe,  which 
indicates  the  health  or  indifpofition  of  the 
body-politic.  The  government  in  thofe  times 
gave  for  money,  fix  or  feven,  nay  fometimes 
more,  per  cent.  At  this  time  they  give  at  moft 
three  and  a  half.  I  fhall  not,  from  this,  con¬ 
clude,  that  Great-Britain  has,  at  prefent, 
double  the  money  in  fpecie,  that  fhe  had 
under  king  William,  or  queen  Anne  j  but  I 
will  venture  to  fay,  however  paradoxical  it 
may  appear,  {he  is  at  this  time  doubly  able 
to  bear  the  expences. 

“  To  talk,  fays  the  confiderer,  (page  1 14) 
of  forming  a  connexion  with  that,  which  is 
in  itfelf  unconnedled,  is  a  contradiction  in 

terms.” 
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terms.’*,  This  is  profefledly  a  gingle  of  words. 
Was  the  continent  connected  in  itfelf,  I 
mean,  even  againft  France,  in  queen  Anne’s 
time  ?  Did  not  king  William,  even  before 
his  death,  break  thofe  connexions,  for  which 
our  author  fo  pompoufly  applauds  him,  fo 
that  queen  Anne  in  the  beginning  of  her  reign, 
found  Europe  as  unconnected  as  it  is  now  ? 
The  empire  in  itfelf,  torn  in  pieces  by  the 
defedtion  of  one  of  its  moft  powerful  electors 
from  the  common  caufe,  while  others  of 
them  were  more  covertly  friends  to  France 
Sweden  fo  near  declaring  againft  us,  that  we 
were  obliged  to  have  recourle  to  gratifying 
the  pride  of  that  monarch,  by  fending  the 
duke  of  Marlborough  to  him,  to  work  upon 
his  private  paffions,  which  he  did  in  a  manner 
not  altogether  becoming  the  dignity  of  his 
miftrefs  and  his  country.  All  Spain,  and  the 
greatefl  part  of  Italy  in  arms  againft  us,  and 
even  the  duke  of  Savoy  our  friend,  only  be- 
caufe  Britain  was  the  moft  capable  to  be  his, 
againft  the  more  than  infolence  of  the 
French  monarch  ;  and  what  was  worfe  than 
all,  Great-Britain,  by  being  then  unconnected 
m  herfelf,  gave  the  enemy  double  advantages. 

“  Why,  fays  the  confiderer,  (page  116) 
fhould  any  part  of  the  war,  which,  as  the 
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prefent  war,  began  with  a  conteft  about 
foreign  fettlements,  have  its  courfe  diverted 

O 

into  a  land-war  in  Germany,  for  we  were 
always  victorious  at  fea  ?”  I  don’t  difpute 
our  being  always  fuperior  to  France  by  fea 
in  power,  but  I  cannot  admit,  we  have  been 
fo  in  fortune  ;  neither  do  I  think,  that  the 
experiments  of  deicents  we  have  made  upon 
the  French  coafts,  have  in  any  degree  an- 
fwered  the  plaufible  principles  on  which  they 
were  founded.  The  confiderer  himfeif  fur- 
nifhes  the  ftrongeft  reafon  why  they  have  not ; 
becaufe  France  is  extremely  populous,  and 
has  always  a  militia,  independent  of  her  ar¬ 
my.  If  fo,  fuch  pelting  defcents,  which  are 
attended  with  infinite  trouble  and  fatigue  to 
our  foldiers,  will  always  be  oppofed  by  their 
militia,  who  are  very  little,  if  at  all  inferior, 
to  their  regulars.  This,  at  leaft,  is  the  way 
we  argue  in  England,  becaufe  the  great  end 
of  our  militia  was  to  guard  our  coafts  againft 
defcents,  and  leave  our  army  at  liberty  to 
aft  el fe where.  Our  author  goes  on  to  fhew, 
(page  1 19.)  <c  that  if  our  war  in  Germany  is 
a  war  of  diverfion,  it  is  not  an  eligible  diver- 
fion.  ”  Diverfion  is  certainly  one  of  the  ob¬ 
jects  of  our  German  war,  and  notwithftand- 
ing  all  our  author’s  fine-fpun  arguments,  the 

meafure  has  hitherto  been  fuccefsful.  What 
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can  he  mean  by  eligible  diverfion  ?  "War  it- 
felf  is  not  eligible,  when  peace  can  be  equi¬ 
tably  preferred.  But  has  our  author  pointed 
out,  where  we  could  have  made  a  more  eli¬ 
gible  diverfion,  or  has  he  proved  that  no  di¬ 
verfion  was  proper  ?  “  But,  fays  he,  (p.  1 20) 
our  German  war  is  no  diverfion  at  all  for 
the  French  forces,  ”  though  he  owns  in  the 
fame  breath,  that  it  employs  them-  Yes, 
and  I  will  add,  it  deftroys  them  likewife, 
even  without  the  afiiflance  of  the  fwoid;  io 
miferably  are  they  lupplied.  To  make  out 
this  notable  reafoning  of  his,  the  confiderer 
tells  us,  that  the  French  leave  not  a  man 
fewer  upon  their  coafts  on  account  of  their 
army  in  Germany.  Who  fays  they  have  ?  But 
the  confiderer  will  find  it  no  eafy  talk  to 
prove,  that  fince  the  beginning  of  the  war 
they  have  not  iuffered  a  lofs  of  men  in  Ger¬ 
many,  which  the  populoufnefs  of  Fiance 
(great  as  it  is)  will  not  be  able  for  many  yeais 
to  repair.  He  never  can  perfuade  any  man, 
who  has  his  fenfes  about  him,  that  France  is 
not  become  a  national  bankrupt,  by  her  war 
in  Germany  ;  or  that,  had  floe  not  found  diver¬ 
fion,  or  if  the  confiderer  pleafes,  employment 
for  her  troops  in  Germany,  floe  might  not 
hill  have  found  means  to  have  triumphed 
over  us  in  America,  It  will  be  impofiible  to 
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perfuide  the  world,  that  France  can  keep  a 
hundred  and  twenty  thoufand  men  in  a  coun¬ 
try,  that  always  has  been,  and  is  now,  the 
grave  of  the  French,  with  as  little  expence 
of  blood  and  treafure,  as  they  are  at,  when 
they  are  in  quarters  or  garrifons  in  their  own 
country,  in  a  time  of  peace,  which  admits  of 
their  employing  themfelves  in  manufactures 
and  agriculture,  and  in  repairing  thofe  cala¬ 
mities  of  their  country,  which  are  fo  feelingly 

let  forth  by  the  remonftrances  of  their  par¬ 
liaments. 

Our  author,  by  his  own  confeflion,  thinks, 
that  the  latter  pages  of  his  pamphlet  contains 
a  recapitulation,  or  rather,  a  repetition  cf 
what  he  had  faid  before;  and  as  they  un¬ 
doubtedly  are  fuch,  I  fhall  not  pretend  to 
anfwer  them,  becaufe  I  have,  ftep  by  ftep,  an- 
fwered  every  argument,  without  employing 
that  declamation,  which  he  has  fo  in- 
duftrioufly  made  ufe  of,  to  decry  the  pre¬ 
fen  t  government  of  England,  to  throw  per- 
fonal  abufe,  even  in  defcendingto  personalities, 
againft  our  illuftrious  ally. 
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